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THE writer of this Reply has, 
at different times (before his intention of pub- 
liſhing was fully known) been gently reminded, 
that any thing from him, in anſwer to Dr. 
Prieſtley' e Appeal, would be the very extreme of 
preſumption. 


He truſts, however, that in thus offering his 
opinion freely on matters of fact, the greater 
part of which fell under his own obſervation, he 
ſhall nat be confidered by the public as having 
preſumed too much. At preſent he rs not con- 
vinced that the liberty he has ventured to take 
with the Doctor's Appeal, requires a farther 


apology. 


It has alſo been ſuggeſted, that a reply from 
him was not ** neceſſary ;”* and the reaſon 4 
ſigned has been, that he had not been 7 © 
tacked” by Dr. Prieſtley. 5 


But how does this appear? Dr. Prieſtley, in 
his Appeal, moſt evidently accuſes the clergy 
without diſcrimination—the public therefore 
will naturally conclude, if there be any ground 


for his charge againſt the clergy in general, 
42 thoſe 


r 
thoſe whoſe names are brought forward on this 
occaſion, muſt a fortiori be principals in guilt ; 
and efpecially as thoſe gentlemen are introduced 
by Dr. Prieſtley as his antagoniſts, who charged 
him falſely, and never had the juſtice (though 
he replied to them /) to retract thoſe charges. 


And this 1s in fact the concluſion of many in diſ- 
tant parts of the kingdom. 


A gentlemen aſſured the author that, when in 
the Weft of England a few months ago, he had 
ſuch queſtions put to him reſpecting the perſon © 
and character of Mr. Madan, as evidently im- 
plied a ſuſpicion, that this gentleman muſt have 
been a hind of unprincipled Savage—a very Eſau, | 
© whoſe hand was agarnſt every man; and they 
ſeemed aſtoniſhed when he aſſured them, that 
the urbanity of his manners and betevalnce of 
his chara#ter were ſuch as rendered him untver- 
ſally reſpefted ! 


Beſides, if the writer be deemed innocent, who 
are the guilty in this buſineſs © The very taſt he 
has undertaken ſuppoſes (i, he be an honeſt man) 
that he has no proofs of delinquency againſt hir 
brethren, and that he cannot poſſibly have aftronger 
convittion of bis own z1nocence, than they have 


of theus. 


It 


5 


It was, on theſe grounds, not poſſible, that 
the writer of this vindication could, in his fitua- 
tion as a Miniſter of Religion (an office, in which 
character has unqueſtionably ſome influence) fit 
down ſatisfied with a private apology, and 1 
n a caſe too of ſuch public, extenſive, and 
(without refutation) permanent accuſation.— 
A ſeſtimony of this nature, to the reftitude of 
his conduct in the late affair, could at beſt but 
operate locally, and that in a fituation, | 
where, he truſts, it will not be deemed arrogant WW 
in him to ſay, his general charafer did not want 
„ | 


If the public ſhould demand, why the author 
has choſen to ſpeak in the name of the Clergy of 
Birmingham rather than in his own—the beſt 
reaſon he can aſſign is, that he ſpeaks their ſen- 
timents, and with their general concurrence 
and approbation. 


INTRODUCTION. 


I HATEVER be the difference of opi- 
nion, reſpecting the religious or poli- 
tical character of DR. PRIESTEEY, which 
has hitherto prevailed in this country, he 
now appears in a ſituation which peculiarly 
demands the attention of his fellow citizens. 
He preſents himſelf before the tribunal of 
his country in the character of a ſufferer : 
a character always intereſting, and which 
never fails to meet in the breaſts of Eng- 
liſhmen, prepoſſeſſions the moſt indulgent 
to the tale of its diſtreſs. 


A4 Dr. 


vii INTRODUCTION: 


Dr. Prieſtley is certainly right in endea- 
vouring to avail himſelf of this circum- 
ſtance ; and we have no doubt the juſtice 
of the nation has anticipated his moſt ſan- 
guine wiſhes, in whatever relates to a fa- 
vourable hearing. His ſituation, as he juſtly 
obſerves, is every man's concern * if one 
member ſuffer, 'tis natural, 'tis benevolent, 


'tis juſt, that the whole body ſhould ſuffe 


* 


with it.“ 


We feel for the Doctor as an injured 
man, and we truſt are ready (whatever in- 
terpretation he may put on our profeſſions) 


to allow to him, even in the character of an 


accuſer, every indulgence in the repreſen- 
tation of his caſe, Which the conſciouſneſs 
of our own imperfections may ſuggeſt, or 


Juſtice require. 


On theſe grounds we expect the ſame in- 


dulgence from the juſtice of our country. 
The 


INTRODUCTION, ix 
The injury Dr. Prieſtley has ſuſtained, is 
unqueſtionably a great calamity ; but ſhould 
his repreſentations of our conduct, with re- 
ſpe& to the riots, obtain credit, it will no 
longer be juſt to compare our ſituations on 
this occaſion. N 


What he has ſuffered, does not neceſſarily 
deprive him of the character of an honeſt 
man. The hiſtory of ſuffering, generally 
connects with it that of the moſt eminent 
virtues but the public will ſee that, in 
the preſent caſe, the ſituation of the accuſed 
is the very reverſe of this. For if the 
clergy, whoſe names have been brought for- 
ward on this occaſion, really are, or ſhould 
they even be ſuſpected of being the wretches 
which Dr. Prieſtley repreſents them, their 
guilt will form an Anomaly in the hiſtory 
of crimes—or to ſay the leaſt that can be 
{aid of our ſituation, the idea of the preſent 


clergy 


* INTRODUCTION, 
clergy of Birmingham, by whatever affocia. 
tion it may hereafter be preſented to the 
minds of Engliſhmen, or to the notice of 
Europe, will but exhibit the deteſted image 
of a junto, degraded by their vices from the 
rank, not of miniſters merely, but even of 


men. 


As individuals, it was not our deſign to 
have. had any farther controverſy with Dr. 
Prieſtley ; and were we on this occaſion to 
conſult our own feelings merely, we ſhould 
ſit down perfectly tranquil, under his re- 
proaches. Something, however, ſeems due 
to the public at large, before whom we are 
now. accuſed, and eſpecially as that public 
have only had an opportunity hitherto, of 
examining ſuch accounts of the late buſineſs 
as Dr. Prieſtley and his friends have thought 
proper to circulate, 15 


Indeed 


ixTRODUCTION. Xt 
Indeed the part which the clergy as a 
body ate known to have taken, in order to 
quell the riots, and the great perſonal dan- 
ger to which ſeveral of them were expoſed, 
from their active interference while there 
remained the leaſt proſpect of fuccefs—were 
facts ſo generally under ſtood, that, on a pro- 
poſition being made for taking public no- 
tice of the Doctor's jrft letter, the thing 
was deemed wholly unneceſſary ; and the 
reaſon then was, the confidence which they 
felt in the rectitude of their conduct, which 
they had the fatisfaction to underſtand was 
univerfally acknowledged by their tovnſ- 
_ | 
They alſo conſidered that whatever ran- 
cour Dr. Prieſtley might indulge towards 
them, as Miniſters of the Church of England; 
yet, when the efferveſcence of firſt reſent- 
ments had a little ſubſided, and better in- 


* To the Inhabitants of Birmingham, vid, Appen. to App. No. II. 
formation 


X11 INTRODUCTION. 


formation reſpecting their real conduct in 
the buſineſs arrived; a ſenſe of juſtice, 
not to ſay gratitude, to them, and of reſpeRt 
for that public whom he had ſo groſsly im- 
poſed upon, would have led him to retra& 
his charges, and to make ſuitable acknow- 
ledgments for ſuch a conduct, 


While it remained a queſtion whether Dr. 
Prieftley would return to his former ſitua- 
tion in Birmingham, and while the charges 
exhibited by him were not directed to indi- 
viduals, had the clergy ſtepped forward (as 
they might juſtly have done) and expoſed 
his injuſtice, it might have been interpreted 
as an attempt on their part to increaſe the 
popular odium againſt him, 


New, the caſe is materially altered. He 
has choſen a new ſtation, and from thence 


commenced a regular attack, not upon the 
mob, 


INTRODUCTION. xlii 


mob (for theſe, in his apprehenſion, were but 
the in/lruments) but upon four clergymen by 
name, whom he accuſes, by the moſt direct 
implication, as having been the chief movers 
of popular tumult and outrage—as incen- 
diaries, pillagers of houſes, &c, &c. 


Willing as we are to admit that © the 
i doctrine of Chriſtian meekneſs, forgive- 
e neſs of injuries, and love of our enemies, 
e ſhould be interpreted by our Saviour's 
conduct, as exhibiting, in our opinion, 
the higheſt example of all theſe virtues ; 
and being thoroughly convinced that,“ he 
* never felt otherwiſe than he ought to have 
« done, with reſpect to his enemies —we 
cannot help expreſſing, en paſſant, our ſur- 
priſe, that ſo much ſtreſs ſhould be laid, in 
this inſtance, on our Lord's example“. 


For we would aſk, what ſecurity Dr. 


* Vid, Preface to Appeal, p. 19. 
Prieſtley 
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Prieſtley can have on his view of Chriſt's 
character, why he ſhould not have felt 


* otherwiſe than he ought to have done re- 
« ſpeting his enemies?” Is it becauſe he 


as peccable” like ourſelves, and, in the 


Doctor's opinion, really diſcovered **/e{s” for- 
titude in the proſpect of his ſufferings, than 
many of his diſciples ſince have done ? 


Dr, Prieſtley, even in the abuſe of thoſe 
whom he deems his enemies, would, if poſ- 
ſible, be found in good company—he un- 
queſtionably meant to pay our Lord a com- 
pliment on this occaſion ; but the obliquity 
of his purpoſe is not more evident by the 
abſurdity of the compliment, when com- 


pared with his avowed opinion of Chriſt's 


imperfections, than by his miſerable attempt 
to eſtabliſh an analogy between their reſpec- 
tive tempers in circumſtances of, perſecution 


and ſuffering. 
1 We 


INTRO DUCTION. XV 


We do not charge: his language of 


« Chriſtian meekneſs“ on this occaſion, 
either with hypocriſy or meanneſs*;” but 
this we will venture to ſay, f:om the ſpeci- 
mens of that amiable temper exhibited in 
the Doctor's Appeal, that Chriſlian meekneſs, 
in Bis practice, differs ſametbing from what is 
generally underſtood by that expreſſion, and 
eſpecially as we find it illuſtrated in the life 
of Chriſt. 


How far what he calls * his fas” may in 
general turn out to be © fa//ehoods,” the public, 
we flatter ourſelves, will now be put ina 
ſituation to judge they will alſo be able to 
determine, whether the language he holds 
towards thoſe whom he deems his enemies, 
be that of indignation,” or of the moſt 
complete inſolence and abuſe that malignity 


itſelf could have ſuggeſted. 


* Vid, Preface to Appeal, p. 18. t 
| With 
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xvi INTRODUCTION, 

With reſpect to ourſelves, and the manner 
of our interference in this buſineſs—we ſhall 
only ſay, in the language of ouradverſary, that 
« feeling ourſelves to be, by Dr, Prieſtley's 
« Appeal, a publicly injured body, we can- 
* not abandon that ſenſe of dignity peculiar 
& to that character, or not feel the ſuperiority 


« it gives us over our ixjurer, and which 


« will neceſſarily influence the language in 
© which we ſpeak of him#*,” 


Vid. Preface to Appeal, p. 22. 


A 


REPLY 
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THE REVEREND DR. PRIEKSTL ET. 


APPEAL, 


HE Doctor divides his AyPEaL into two parts, 
Narrative and Reflections. 

In the commencement of his narrative, he obliges 
the public with the hiſtory of his ſettlement in Bir- 
mingham. This part 'of the narrative is alſo en- 
riched by the hiſtory of an offered penſion, the 
Doctor's magnanimity in rejecting the overture— 
by the manner in which his affections and conduct 
were alternately divided between the ſtudy of phi- 
loſophy and that of his original and favourite pro- 
feſſion ;-=we are alſo told how he diſcontinued for 
ſix whole years together, the public duties of a 

B Chriſtian 
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Chriſtian Miniſter, and in a ſituation where thoſe 
duties might have been diſcharged with conſiderable 
advantage; —and how for ſeven years more in the 
houſe of a Nobleman, he remained out of an em- 
ployment for which he had always © the ſtrongeſt 
Predilection;“ —and finally, how he occaſionally 
appeared in this his favourite character, where he 
thought his performances might be acceptable. 
Theſe ſeveral circumſtances, however important in 
themſelves, and proper for him to introduce on this 
occaſion, are certainly points not immediately con- 
nected with the preſent queſtion, and in which, 
for this reaſon, our common judges will feel no 
particular intereſt, 
The Doctor, indeed, might think the piece in- 
complete without them, and therefore, for the 
amuſement of a childiſh public, introduced them as 


a Pif7ure to his narrative. 


WE now proceed to ſerious buſineſs ; and it is 
obſervable, that the in thing the Doctor records 
of his new neighbours, turns upon the exceſſive party 


Spirit which he found amongſt the members of the 
_ Eſtabliſhment: 


> 
J 
4 
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Ftabliſhment : © This, he declares, ran higher 
« than in moſt other parts of the kingdom.” He 
aſſures us, that © ſuch was the bigotry of the clergy 
ce of Birmingham, that long before he went thither, 
« ag well as during the whole time of his reſiding 
ce there, they refuſed to go into the ſame coach with 
« the diſſenting miniſters at funerals, or to walk 
etc with them in the proceſſion.” 

To this conduct of the clergy, as a principal 
cauſe, the Doctor would no doubt have the public 
aſcribe © the ſpirit of the high church party ſo conſpi- 
« cuous on the eſtahliſnment of Sunday Schools in 
ce Birmingham ;” together with © the well known 
ce bigotry of the town in general, which diſcovered 
te itſelf ſo remarkably on the arrival of Mr. New- 
« ling, &c.” page 6, 7. 

It is neceſſary here to obſerve, that what the 
Doctor repreſents as the conduct of he clergy, was 
the conduct but of a part of them, and that for rea- 
ſons which thoſe gentlemen are ready to explain. 
The Rector of St. Martin's, in particular, from 
whom *© better things were expected,” came to Bir- 
mingham about the ſame time the Doctor did, 
and it was not long after his arrival that the appli- 
cation the Doctor ſpeaks of, was made. Mr. Curtis 
ſelt no objection to Mr. Scholefield as an individual; 
but he conſidered, if he complied in that inſtance, 
it would not be in his power to draw the line in 

B 2 future, 
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future, and that he might be called upon to act 
Mcially with men, whoſe oppoſition to the doctrines 
and diſcipline of that church of which he is a mem- 
ber, had carried them to exceſſes, in his apprehen- 

ſion, in the higheſt degree illiberal and indecent. 
Of this claſs he juſtly conſidered Dr. Prieſtley ; 
with him, therefore, he could not conſiſtently act 
upon ſuch occaſions ; and for this reaſon ſolely, he 
refuſed to comply in the inſtance produced by the 
Doctor. | 
This may poſſibly be repreſented by the Doctor 
as an inſtance of ſtrong prejudice (and we know 
there are prejudices for which he profeſſes to have no 

feeling) but he is not the only judge in this caſe, 
Impartial men will allow, that Mr. Curtis, notwith- 
ſtanding he happens to think differently from ſome 
of his family, had a right to judge for himſelf in this 
affair; and they will even commend him for acting 
upon that judgment according to the beſt of his abi- 
lity, in a very nice and difficult ſituation. That 
gentleman has alſo the ſatisfaction to know, upon 
the Doctor's own authority, that whether his con- 
duct in the buſineſs were founded in the cleareſt 
reaſon, or whether it were a mere prejudice, it really 
contributed nothing to the bigotry of Churchmen, 
nor produced any other unpleaſant. effect whatever 
upon his townſmen. For the Doctor aſſures us in 
the very firſt line of his Familiar Letters, that © he 
« himſelf 
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cc himſelf had, at the time thoſe epiſtles were writ- 
ce ten, lived very happily for near ten years in this 
cc part of the country; and in page 6, he further 
reminds the inhabitants of Birmingham, that © the 
e Difſenters are perſons with whom they have lived 
* in good neighbourhood from their infancy ;'”'— 
and in this opinion is the Doctor ſupported by the 
oldeſt and moſt reſpectable inhabitants of Birining- 
ham, 

Had therefore the Doctor inclined to make his 
complaint to his Lordſhip of St. Aſaph, he ought 
rather to have ſaid “ Your Lordſhip knows it is a 
part of my great plan, which wonderfully ſuits my 
diſpoſition, to find exceptions to the conduct of the 
clergy as ſuch ; I therefore beg your attention to an 
incident in the behaviour of bat body in Birming- 
ham; at the ſame time I muſt entreat your Lord- 
ſhip to be aſſured, that what I have ſtated is not 
univerſally true of thoſe gentlemen, nor is it in itſelf 
a matter of the leaſt conſequence with reſpect to my 
happineſs, or that of Diſſenters at large the inha- 
bitants of Birmingham having lived, and ſtill con- 
tinuing to live with people of our deſcription, on 
terms of the moſt perfect good neighbourhood.— 
Your Lordſhip will therefore pardon me ! my pro- 
penſity 10 accuſe your brethren, is an infirmity which 
you eaſily perceive, neither my preſent happy ſitua- 
\ B 3 tion, 
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tion, nor even good manners to your Lordſhip, 
can repreſs !” 


TO perſons at a diſtance, it may appear trif- 
ling to follow the Doctor in his detail of incidents, in 
themſelves of fo local and unintereſting a nature. 
but his object in bringing them before the public is 
perfectly intelligible, He would have the country 
to underſtand, that theſe ſeveral circumſtances, 
however inconſiderable they may appear, were but 
the parts of a regular ſyſtem of prejudice- which had 
long been forming againſt the Diſſenters. It is with 
this view, and to prepare the public the better for 


his grand concluſion, viz. that the late riots ori- 


ginated with Churchmen, and were even coun- 
tenanced at the time by the clergy and laity of Bir- 
mingham, that he endeavours to detect what he 
calls the bigotry of the high church party, in the 
conduct of Sunday Schools. 

It happens, however, unfortunately for his pur- 
poſe, that either through miſinformation, or from a 
ſettled plan of perverting and rendering odious the 
conduct of others, he has totally miſrepreſented this 


plain buſineſs. 
On 
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On the firſt eſtabliſhment of this excellent charity 
in Birmingham, it was made an expreſs law of the 
inſtitution, that the children educated in the ſchools, 
ſhould attend on the worſhip of the Eſtabliſhed 
Church only; and on this plan were the ſchools 
conducted for a conſiderable time with unanimity 
and ſucceſs. At length ſome of the ſubſcribers, 
who were Diſfenters, objected to this limitation 
reſpecting the attendance on divine worſhip they 
thought it neceſſary that © the children of Diſſen- 
ce ters ſhould have the benefit of Sunday Schools, 
* without being obliged to deſert their own places 
« of worſhip.” This very reaſonable alteration was 
ſubmitted to the committee of the day, who in con- 
ſequence convened a general meeting of the ſub- 
{cribers, for the expreſs purpoſe of determining on 
the expediency of the propoſed regulation. At 
this meeting it was reſolved, agreebly to the wiſh 
of the Diſſenters, that the children ſhould attend 
« once in the day at leaſt at ſuch places of public 
« worſhip, as their parents ſhould appoint*,” —at 


** 


. the ſame time it was expreſsly enjoined, that the pa- 

tron who might recommend a Diſſenter's child, 
a The tenth law of the iaſtitution, ſtood originally as follows: 
e That the ſcholars in each diſtrict, with their reſpective teachers, 
* * go to church or chapel once in the day at leaſt,” To this, the 


following addition was made, at the inſtance of ſeveral very re- 
ſpcctable Diſſenters. Or ſuch other place of public worſhip as 
n * ſhall be appointed by their parents.“ 
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ſhould engage for its regular attendance at the place 
of worſhip fixed on by the parent. The deſign of 
the latter regulation was to prevent an inconve- 
nience, which many of the ſubſcribers had appre- 
hended might otherwiſe follow from the meaſure 
which was, that when once the children ceaſed to 
be accountable to the general committee for their 
conduct, during the hours of divine ſervice on the 
Sunday, there would be great danger of their not 
attending any place of worſhip at all. The negli- 
gence of parents, together with the too great diſpo- 
ſition which children, in that ſituation of liſe, ge- 
nerally diſcover of neglecting the plaineſt duties of 
the Sabbath, ſufficiently juſtified this apprehenſion. 

Thus the buſineſs was, in all appearance, ami- 
cably adjuſted—the Diſſenters wiſhed to put the in- 
ſtitution upon what appeared to them a more liberal 
footing, and in this the Members of the Eſtabliſhment 
concurred with them. The public will now naturally 
aſk, why was this rule reſcinded? The fact is, it 
never was reſcinded at all; notwithitanding Dr. 
Prieſtley has aſſured the public that, © the high 
church party, not being content with the mea- 
ce ſure, at a meeting of the ſubſcribers, the buſineſs 
of which was not advertiſed, the former rule was 
e reſcinded,” &c. p. 6. 

The minutes of the ſociety, in which all the cir- 
cumſtances of the firſt meeting, for adopting the 
Difſenters' propoſition, are particularly ſtated ; give 

| no 
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no intimation of any ſubſequent meeting whatever 
on that buſineſs : nor is the filence of the minutes to 
be attributed to any omiſſion in inſerting the buſineſs 
of a public meeting of this nature; inaſmuch as 
ſeveral gentlemen (and moſt of them friends to the 
Diffenters? meaſure) who have been in the conſtant 
habit of attending the public and private meetings 
relating to the buſineſs of Sunday ſchools, from the 
beginning, have no knowledge, or recollection of 
any ſuch tranſaction as is here ſtated, 

There were, indeed, accounts received by the 
committee (who fit once a fortnight for the purpoſe- 
of tranſacting the buſineſs of the inſtitution) which 
gave them reaſon to apprehend the Diſſenters had 
not duly executed the truſt repoſed in them, re- 
ſpecting the attendance of the children on public 
worſhip. This produced occaſional converſations 
on the probable conſequences which might follow 
from any irregularity of this kind ; but farther than 
this, they never proceeded in the affair, Indeed, 
the utmoſt the committee could do in the buſineſs, 
was to recommend to the reſpective viſitors to propoſe, 
in default of the Diſſenters in care of their children, 
that thoſe children ſhould go with the others to 
their reſpective churches, rather than be left at their 
own diſpoſal on the Lord's day. To reſcind the 
above law was an a& for which no committee was 


1 Com- 
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competent, and there unqueſtionably never was 4 


general meeting held for any ſuch purpoſe. 


The Doctor ſtates a circumſtance in this buſineſs 
which is rather curious. He fays, © As there were 
« 70 children of Diſſenters who wanted that inſtruc. 
ce tion, all the Sunday ſcholars, without exception, 
ce went to the eſtabliſhed church, and no complaint 
« was ever made of this by any Diſſenter.“ ib. 

This account of things 1s, no doubt, given with 
the beſt intention in the world; and it cannot fail to 
ſhew the public how much care the Diſſenters take 
of their own poor children, and+at the ſame time 
their extreme liberality towards thoſe of the Eſta- 
bliſnment. But a queſtion bere naturally ariſes ;— 
if it be a fact, © that there were no children of Diſ- 
« ſenters who wanted this inſtruction, and conſe. 
ce quently that none but the children of Churchmen 
« went to the eſtabliſhed church on the Sunday:” 
What was there in this that any Diſſenter could 
juſtly complain of? Does the Doctor mean to 
ſay, that his friends were entitled to particular praiſe 
for not refuſing to Churchmen what they had ſo re- 
cently deſired and obtained for themelves, viz. the 
right of ſending their children to ſuch places of 
worſhip as their parents might chooſe ? or would 
he be underſtood to pay them the ſiniſter compli- 
ment, of having thrown in their mite on the occa- 

ſion, 


DR. PRIESTLEY'S APPEAL. IT 


ſion, with the indirect view of making Diſſen- 
ters ? 

The Doctor certainly does not mean to ſtand 
forward as the accuſer of his brethren in this in- 
ſtance; nor, if he were fo inclined, is there any 
thing to juſtify ſo groſs a reflection: but he has 
expreſſed himſelf ſomewhat darkly, and we muſt 
underſtand him as we can, 

On what authority Dr. Prieſtley has aſſerted that 
ce no children of Diſſenters wanted this inſtruction,“ 
we are utterly at a loſs to conceive ; the experience 
of thoſe of us, who have attended to the buſineſs of 
Sunday ſchools in this town, having furniſhed us 
with repeated proofs to the contrary, Beſides, 
Mr. Ruſſell, in his Letter to the Chairman of 
the Committee (a circumſtance of which Dr. 
Prieſtley ought not to have been ignorant) aſ- 
ſures him, that the reaſon why the Diſſenters wiſh- 
ed the above alteration to take place was—that 
they had @ few poor children to recommend, who, 
© they wiſhed, might partake the advantage of Sun- 
* day ſchools, without being obliged to deſert their 
« own places of worſhip*.” 

We ſuſpect there may poſſibly be ſome claſſes of 
Diſſenters amongſt us whom the Doctor knows but 
little of; and probably never would have taken the 


* Vide App. No I. 
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trouble to know, had it not been with the hope of 
ſtrengthening a certain intereſt ; and, by this means, 
haftening the accompliſhment of his favourite ob- 
ject.— the deſtruction of the Eſtabliſhment. 

The public, we truſt, will deem this ſufficient in 
explanation of the conduct of the high church party 
in the buſineſs of Sunday ſchools. —Let Dr. Prieſt- 
ley, by fas, contradict this ſtatement if he can. 


THE Doctor dates his i perſonal difference 
with the clergy, from the ſeceſſion of © four of them 
« from our public library, becauſe his Hiftory of the 

* Corruptions of Chriſtianity had been voted into it.” 
P. II. 

The queſtion here is not, whether thoſe gentlemen 
were perfectly right in their idea of this buſineſs ? 

| They certainly thought that the introduction of 

it controverſy was inconſiſtent with what, they had 

reaſon to believe, was the original deſign of the in- 
ſtitution, In this opinion they do not appear to 
have differed very materially from the Doctor him- 
ſelf, excepting that he conceived * the thing might 
© be allowed when the library was well ſtocked with 
c books 
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© books of other kinds, and more generally intereſt- 
ing; they, on the contrary, thought that, this 
flouriſhing ſtate of the library had not yet arrived; 
and that whenever it did, it would i be proper to 
conſider that kind of reading, which generally intereſt- 
ed a ſociety intended to embrace men of every per- 
ſuaſion, as the moſt uſeful. 

[t appeared, however, that in this opinian they 
differed from a majority of the ſubſcribers, and on 
diſcovering this, they returned to the ſociety, and 
ſtill continue to be members of it. But in what 
did the offence of theſe gentlemen conſiſt ? Why, 
truly, they preſumed to give an opinion on what ap- 
peared to them the proper conduct of the library; 
an inſtitution, in the proſperity of which, as ſub- 
{cribers, they muſt have felt a common intereſt. 

It ſeems, however, that in a ſociety c modelled 
by the Doctor, this was venturing a great deal too 
much. It was to differ from Dr. Prieſtley, by call- 
ing the infallibility of his meaſures into queſtion ; 
which, when he found he could not carry with his ac- 
cuſtomed authority, he immediately withdrew his aſ- 
ſiſtance, which had hitherto been of eſſential ſervice in 
the conduct of the library. In this he was followed by 
ſome of his principal friends, who, although they 
continued to be choſen on the committee as uſual, 
did not give their accuſtomed attendance; and 


thus with Dr. Prieſtley became ſeceders in their turn, 
| We 
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We really hoped Dr. Prieſtley would have been 
filent on this buſineſs. From what fell under the 

| obſervation of ſome of us during the whole of that 
affair, we are ſorry to be obliged to ſay, we never 
ſaw great talents ſo degraded by party conſidera- 
tions, as in the conduct of Dr. Prieſtley in ſome 
parts of that buſineſs. 

Witneſs his Addreſs to the Subſcribers on one oc- 
caſion, in which he endeavoured by little artifice, 
and plauſible impoſition, to make the gentlemen be. 
fore referred to contemptible, and for no other rea. 
ſon than their having the misfortune to differ from 
him in opinion. This addreſs was replied to with 
juſt ſeverity in a publication under the ſignature of 
M. S. which the Doctor would have the public be- 
lieve was prior to any thing from him againſt the 
clergy indeed, he even mentions his not replying 
to this publication (though he himſelf had provoked 
it) as an inſtance of his extraordinary forbearance 
in avoiding all controverſy with the clergy of the 

i} town. 
Cl Had the Doctor acted candidly in the buſineſs, 
| he would have informed the public, that a difference 
of opinion, with reſpect to the conduct of the libra- 
ry, had unfortunately ariſen between him and ſome 
of the clergy ;—that this difference had communi- 
' cated to their reſpective friends and adherents, and, 
as is too frequently the caſe in ſuch differences, with 
ſome 
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ſome warmth on both ſides; that this had expreſſed 
itſelf on the occaſion by ſuch reſentments as candid 
men on either ſide muſt be ſorry for, and condemn : 
he would have confeſſed like an honeſt man, that if 
blame were due in the buſineſs, though he could not 
juſtify Churchmen, he and ſome of his more zealous 
friends were certainly entitled to a full ſhare :—but 

this would be too great a ſacrifice to juſtice, and 
eſpecially when the object evidently ſhows itſelf ta 
be that of aſcribing all the ignorance, violence, and 
guilt of the occaſion to us, and all the wiſdom, tem- 
perance, and innocence of it to themſelves. 


( 


/ 


— 


THE Doctor having ſeen in the inſtances we 
have recited, the lamentable effects of © this exceſſive 
party ſpirit” of High Churchmen, obliges us, in the 
progreſs of his Narrative, with a very circumſtantial 
account of his generous interference, in order, if 
poſſible, to diſcover the cauſe, and to apply an ef- 
fectual remedy to this evil. He then ſtates the great 
pains he took, from the firſt of his reſidence in Bir- 
mingham, to perſuade the Diſſenters to relinquiſh 
2 right they have long poſſeſſed, of appointing to the 

office 
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office of High Bailiff, &c. and how by his addreſs 
he gradually ſucceeded in bringing over ſome of the 
principal of them to his opinion ; and then, the ob- 
jection made to his propoſal, of the very bad uſe 
which the high church party would be ſure to make 
of their generoſity, ſhould they once relinquiſh their 
authority; and laſt of all, the aſſiſtance which he 
found in the counſel of Quakers, and ſome moderate 
Churchmen, one of the latter (a Churchman, no 
doubt, to his mind) aſſuring him, that no good 
would come of the meaſure; and yet the Doctor 
in the ſpirit of entire ſubmiſſion, ſtill continued 
firm in his firſt opinion. Narr. p. 8, 9. | 
This is undoubtedly a very good, and a very ſea- 
ſonable account too, of Dr. Prieſtley, given by 
himſelf. | | 
Conſidering the Doctor's natural diffidence of 
power, and the extreme readineſs which himſelf and 
principal friends have ever diſcovered in giving up 
authority once obtained, this muſt appear a very pro- 
bable, as well as intereſting ſtory, It may be true, 
and we have no doubt proper vouchers will be found 
to ſhew, that all this did actually take place. At 
preſent we are, unfortunately, not in poſſeſſion of 
falls, and we fear we ſhould not be perfectly juſti- 
fied in admitting this repreſentation on the ground 
of analogy merely. | 


Dr, 
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Dr. Prieſtley has advanced many things in his 
Appeal, which to us appear extraordinary ; and 
what extremely increaſes our difficulty is, that moſt 
of theſe extraordinary things are offered, with the 
ſimplicity and calmneſs of conſcious integrity. We 
have had ſome dealings with the Doctor; but we 
would not anticipate the degree of credit, which in 
every inſtance may be due to his bare word that 
we have an opinion on this queſtion is certain, and 
we ſuſpect the public will have zheirs, when the dif- 
ferent repreſentations in his Appeal ſhall have been 
thoroughly examined. 

We ſhall conſider it an obligation due to our 
country, as well as of the cleareſt juſtice to ourſelves, 
that we keep no ſecrets on this occaſion, The bu- 
ſineſs has now aſſumed a moſt ſerious form. There 
is no alternative—either the clergy of Birmingham 
have forfeited their rank in ſociety, and their claim 
on its protection; or Dr. Prieſtley has, in the face 
of his country, incurred the guilt of accuſing the 
innocent on the ground of invented facts, and of 
giving plauſibility to the impoſition, by the affec- 
tation of candour, and chriſtian meekneſs. 

Diſmiſſing now the conſideration of the Doctor's 


ſecret ſervices towards reſtoring the peace of the 


town; we proceed to the fourth article of impeach- 
ment. This appears in the 12th page of his Narr. 
« The great increaſe of party ſpirit in the town, and 

C « what, 
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« what, to all appearance, contributed moſt to the 
ec fatal cataſtrophe, the cauſe of which we are now 
ce inveſtigating, aroſe from the application of the 
<« Diſſenters for the repeal of the Corporation and 
« Teſt acts, the nature and tendency of which were 
te ſtrangely miſapprehended by the great body of the 
« clergy, &c.” This ſtatement wants a little explana- 
tion, to make it clearly underſtood by perſons at a 
aiſtance, and Dr. Prieſtley unqueſtionably writes for 
them. _ | \ 
Me readily admit that, on the failure of the f 
of their late applications to parliament, circum- 
ſtances did ariſe which tended extremely to expoſe 
the true temper and views of Dr. Prieſtley, and to 
ſink him prodigiouſly in the opinion of his townſ- 
men. From the appearance of his Letter to the 
Miniſter, on the part he took in that diſcuſſion, 
may truly be dated that ſuſpicion of his deſigns 
which diſpaſſionate men of every party ſeemed 
ſtrongly to entertain, and which it now became ne- 
ceſſary by every lawful means to provide againſt. 


This eventful epiſtle, written as he acknowledges 
with © ſome degree of indignation,” and certainly 
without the leaſt meaſure of decency, © contained 
te nothing,” in the Doctor's opinion, © unbecoming 
« Engliſhmen, provided they thought themſelves 
« unjuſtly and ignominiouſly treated,” page 17. 


How 
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How far the grounds of complaint, uſually brought 
forward on this ſubject, will juſtify the complainants 
in charging injuſtice on their country, or in repre- 
ſenting themſelves as treated with ignominy, we 
ſhall not enquire—the queſtion rather ſeems to be, 
whether when we would know what kind of lan- 
guage it becomes us as Britons, to hold to a Britiſh 
Senate, we are yet to be inſtructed by the Fiſh- 
women of Paris, or their admirers in this coun- 
try. 

« This letter, ſo perfectly derorous, and juſtly 
e indignant, was publiſhed in London, and there- 
« fore had no particular reference to Birmingham ;” 
but it had a particular reference to that which every 
friend to the exiſting government, whether he re- 
ſided in Birmingham, or in any other part of the 


| Britiſh empire, muſt have felt himſelf immediately 


intereſted in. It was upon the whole, a pretty fair 
developement of what he would be at; and it has, 
in the judgment of ſober men, marked with ſome 
degree of preciſion, the boundaries of this man's 
ambition: it has ſhewn him to poſſeſs at leaſt one 
fixed principle, to eſtabliſh which the Doctor does not 
ſeem over ſcrupulous about the means ;—he even 
appears to think, that the convulſion, if not the 
total overthrow of every exiſting government in 
Europe (that of the French is now excepted of 

3C'2 courſe) 
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courſe) would not, if needful, be too great a price, 
provided this great point could be attainedꝰ. 

Till this letter appeared, the buſineſs of the 
repeal had excited but little attention in the town, 
excepting amongſt thoſe who deem themſelves ag- 
grieved by the acts in queſtion, It has appeared 
ſince, that there were many Members of the Eſta- 
bliſhment, and ſome of the clergy amongſt us, who 
entertained, till that period, ſtrong doubts on the 
propriety of continuing thoſe reſtriftions ; and there 
is reaſon to think, from the temper manifeſted on 
the firſt agitation of the buſineſs, that the repeal 
would not have been an unacceptable event to many. 

Be that as it may, it was not then underſtood, that 


to give a free and manly opinion on the expediency 


* « As to the French Revolution, the defence of which has been 
« ;jmputed to myſelf and others, as ſo great a crime, you will ſoon 
« ſee it in a different light. The enormous expence of all modern 
« European Governments having opened the eyes of men to the 
nature and uſes of government in general; and in conſequence 
« of this, the <vhole of the Gothic Feudal Syſtem, embracing mat - 
ters both of a civil and eecleſiaſtie nature, is beginning to ſhake 
« to its foundation, This will neceſſarily produce à conwwl/on, 
« which will be felt in every State in Europe. All nations muſt ul- 
« timately be benefited by it, though they ſuffer by the temporary 
« ſhock.” Dedication to the Doftor*s Appeal, p. 14. 

It ſhould ſeem, to a plain man, from the above paragraph, that 
the defence and celebration of the French Revolution had other aſpects 
beſide that of removing objections to the commercial treaty—a pa- 
triotic motive aſcribed by Dr. Prieſtley to the promoters of the 
dinner on the 14th of July, Vid. Appeal, p. 25+ 


of 
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of retaining thoſe acts, would expoſe a Member of 
the Britiſh Senate to menace and inſult; — that pe- 
titions for the redreſs of grievances were to be ſuc- 
ceeded by demands, and thoſe too, in their full ex- 
tent, undefinedꝰ: much leſs was it ſuſpected that 
the man, who had thus dared, moſt unconſtitution- 
ally, to infringe on the freedom of debate (for we 
do maintain, that the letter in queſtion is, in ſome 
of its parts, a perſonal invective, and not an anſwer to 
arguments)—that this man was to be adopted as the 
champion and leader of the whole party in this 
buſineſs ; or that after organizing the body of Diſ- 
| ſenters, and bringing them to act as one man, their 
future conduct in this affair was to be governed, 


as it unqueſtionably has been in a certain degree 
5 (eſpecially in this and the neighbouring counties) 
n by the maxims of his policy. 
n | 
* We ſhall even aſk more than we have hitherto done, and ſhall 
ce * not be denied. When we conſider how many more friends we 
it - « have now, that all the influence of a popular King, and all the arts 
ke of an infidious Miniſter are againſt us (no ſtone having been left un- 
an, * turned (by this popular King and inſidious Miniſter, no doubt) to 
ul- « defeat our application) than we had in the two laſt reigns, when 
uy the Court was uniformly in our favour, we are convinced that li- 
« beral ſentiments, favourable to our juſt c/aims, have gained much 
hat „ground, &c.“ p. 13. Famil. Letter IV. 
-&s + Vid. Letter to Mr. Pitt, page 2, 3. Dr. Prieſtley's idea in the 
pa- paſſages here referred to, is thoroughly explained in his fourth Let- 
the ter to the Inhabitants of Birmingham, page 13, where he calls this 


truly illuſtrious Stateſman, an 1N$1DI0Us MINISTER, 
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© This letter, as our Appellant juſtly obſerves, 
* gave great, and we may add, juſt and general, of- 
© fence.” It was not probable the Engliſh nation 
thus inſulted, in the perſon of one of its moſt vir- 
tuous repreſentatives, and boldly menaced 1n. thoſe 
privileges which the experience of an age, at leaſt, 
has taught them to revere, and even the magic of 
modern diſcoveries cannot prevail with them to re- 
linquiſh—it was too much to expect, that the people 
of England could look on filently on ſuch an occa- 
ſion. 

If the clergy interfered on this occaſion, they in- 
terfered not as clergymen merely, but as citizens 
and as men, However Dr. Prieſtley may deſpiſe 
them as à body, he ſhould know, that as individuals 
they do pretend to rights which they are not yet pre- 
pared to offer at the ſhrine of his contempt. 

As the clergy of Birmingham unluckily did not 
aſk the Doctor what he then meant, or might after- 
wards profeſs to mean, by ſome modeſt things in 
this famous letter, but truſted to their own judgment 
in the affair; it did appear to them, that the aſpect 
of the thing was not altogether ſo propitious to theo 
rigbis as ſome people have imagined. They alſo 
thought as the Doctor and his friends were about 
to aſk the opinion of Parliament on the buſineſs, it. 
might not be an improper time to give heirs. 


Nor 


or 
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Nor did the appearance of the Doctor's © moſt 
ce calm and moderate of all diſcourſes that ever was 
« written on a political ſubject,” alter their opinion 
on this buſineſs. 

They perceived, indeed, that his gird at the 
Miniſter had taught him circumſpection, and that his 
wounds received in that rencounter being yet freſh, 
he fought cautiouſly ;—but the true deſign of this 
piece of 1 — was too palpable to be miſ- 
taken. 

The Doctor — — be underſtood, in that un- 
exampled diſcourſe, to have preſented the olive branch, 
while in fact he was but meditating a change of 
ſignals, and concerting a new method of attack. 

What now (the Doctor aſks) was the conduct 
« of the clergy throughout England, and eſpecially 
« at Birmingham, on this. occaſion?” With the 
conduct of © the clergy throughout England,” the 
accuſed have, in this buſineſs, nothing to do; nor 
ſhould it have been. introduced here, unleſs the 
clergy of Birmingham be, in the Doctor's opinion, 
tranſgreſſors of that magnitude, that the political 
errors, and human frailties of all their brethren 
throughout England and Wales, and the town of 
Berwick-upon-T weed, may, in juſtice, be imputed 
to them, It is unqueſtionably not juſt to criminate 
a whole body of men, as in chis inſtance, without 
the cleareſt evidence; and it muſt lead thinking 

| C 4 men 
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men to ſuſpe& ſtrongly the goodneſs of that cauſe 
which requires ſuch raſb aſſumptions as theſe to ſup- 
port it. Did Dr. Prieſtley fe! that as individuals, 
he could not ſubſtantiate the guilt of the clergy of 
Birmingham, and that it was therefore neceſſary to 
condemn them in a crowd ? 

© What now was the conduct eſpecially of the 
e clergy at Birmingham on this occaſion ?? To 
this queſtion, and in its full extent, they are ready 
to anſwer for themſelves. It was ſimply as follows : 

They aſſembled (in conſequence of an advertiſe- 
ment ſigned by ſeveral of the nobility and gentlemen 
of the county) peaceably with others, in the Town- 
hall at Warwick there they deliberated publicly on 
the moſt proper and conſtitutional way of expreſſing 
their ſentiments on an important queſtion ſoon to be 
ſubmitted to parliament— the reſult of their delibera- 
tions was publiſhed immediately afterwards in a ſtring 
of reſolutions, which were thus left open to the ani- 
madverſion of the parties concerned. 

This is the only tranſaction for which the clergy, 
as a body, in conjunction with the laity, are properly 
anſwerable; and of this, upon the whole, we know 
of no clergyman who either is, or ought to be 
aſhamed, It was the plan which common ſenſe 
ſeemed to point out, and in which the Diſſenters 
throughout England, had given us the example. 


T his 
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This public act of the body, as it is the moſt ma- 
terial in point of evidence, with reſpect to the con- 
duct of the clergy; ſo it was unqueſtionably the 
firſt in order of time. Mr. Madan's diſcourſe did 
not appear till ſome time afterwards. Of the ſpirit 
of that ſermon, © which Dr. Prieſtley aſſerts was 
« the fame with hundreds and thouſands echoed 
« from other pulpits, &c.” and to which he finds 
ſuch good humoured exceptions in his Familiar Let- 
ters ;—we ſhall only fay, that the diſcourſe itſelf, 
with the Doctor's examination of it, and Mr. Madan's 
defence, are before the public. We flatter ourſelves 
that the public will think with us, that, ſo far as 
that gentleman could be properly expected to pro- 
ceed in the controverſy, his vindication is complete. 
Should it even be deemed otherwiſe, it is the act of 
an individual; and that individual, we are convinced, 
would have the public conſider him as alone ac- 
countable. 

With reports then in circulation, to the preju- 
« dice of Dr. Prieſtley, or with other attempts made 
to render his character odious, the clergy of Bir- 
mingham have certainly no concern, unleſs it can 
be proved that they were either principals, or ac- 
ceſſaries in the infamous buſineſs. The introduc- 
tion of anonymous report, whether true or falſe, into 
this ſerious argument, is more than impertinent— 
it is inſidious, 

Does 


26 A REPLY TO 


Does Dr. Prieſtley mean to ſay, that the account 
of his making Silas Deane an Atheiſt (which account, 
we think, he has refuted to every man's ſatisfaction) 
was the fiction of a Birmingham clergyman ? 
Will he oblige the public with the names of ſome 
of © thoſe clergymen in the town and neighbour- 
hood,“ by whom © this account was ſo induſtriouſly 
« circulated ?” | 


Dr. Prieſtley is extremely fond of adverting to 
this ſpecies of evidence, and no doubt he finds his 
account in ſo doing. If a character muſt at any 
rate be defamed, nothing in the world can be fo 
convenient for the purpoſe of invented calumny, as 
an appeal to anonymous report. The Doctor is alſo 
well aſſured, that there is no reſort to which the ca- 
lumniator may betake himſelf, with equal ſecurity 
of eſcaping detection. 


Specimens of this kind will be produced in the 
progreſs of this diſcuſſion, in which the Doctor ad- 
verts to things old, heard, and reported, and then 
argues from ſuch reports in accuſation of the cler- 
gy, &c. as if his premiſes had been eſtabliſhed by 
inconteſtable authority. 


If the Doctor would convict by evidence, we in- 
vite him to the proof of his charges :—if he means 
to criminate by i/i49tim, the public will know 
how to diſcriminate, and the clergy may perhaps 

in 
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in their turn (profiting by his example) learn to 
deſpiſe mere ob/oquy, | 


| 


ANOTHER circumſtance relating to the 
teſt buſineſs, and produced in accuſation of the clergy, 
is their uſe of the Doctor's Preface to his Letters to 
Mr. Burn. This preface © written,” confeſſedly, 
« with great freedom; with more freedom, in the 
opinion of many, than would practically conſiſt with 
the entire peace of the country - contained matter 
of unqueſtionable reference to the ſubject then 
ſubmitted to the conſideration of Parliament. The 
pamphlet itſelf, relating as it did to a local contro- 
verſy, could not be ſuppoſed likely to attract much 
notice from Parliament, ſo ſoon after its appearance. 
The buſineſs then amounts ſimply to this :—the 
preface contained certain particulars neceſſary to be 
known previouſly to the debate. Theſe impor- 
tant hints reſpecting © the ſtate of Diſſenters and 
the Clergy of the Eſtabliſhed Church ;” theſe cha- 
ritable © warnings to the latter on the violence and 
&« folly of their conduct, and the probable conſequences 
e of it,” were communicated to the Biſhops, and to 
all 
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all the Members of the Houſe of Commons, in the 
only way then practicable ; that is, by printing them 
in the form of extracts, and ſending them to each 
Member, &c. by the earlieſt conveyance, Thus far 
things are clear. 

But theſe © extracts were ſo curtailed and ar- 
© ranged, as to repreſent Doctor Prieſtley as a 
* mover of ſedition, and a dangerous member of 
« ſociety.” 

In the praiſes of clerical virtue, the Doctor is on 
ſyſtem, parſimonious in the extreme ; and, in ge- 
neral, he diſcovers the ſame obliging opinion of 
their underſtanding, 

In this inſtance, however, he ſeems inclined to 
relax a little in his idea of the /atter ;—he would 
allow the Brethren in Birmingham the credit, at 
leaſt, of malignant invention in their management of 
this affair, They are properly impreſſed by his 
goodneſs, but muſt renounce for ever all preten- 
ſion to ingenuity in the buſineſs. For if the extracts 
in queſtion did indeed © repreſent Dr. Prieſtley as a 
« mover of ſedition, and a dangerous member of 
« ſociety,” that ſerious effect on his reputation, was 
undoubtedly produced without much ingenuity on 
the part of the editors, be they who they would. 
Not even the Doctor's ſaving clauſe, which was to 
make every thing plain, has yet ſatisfied the clergy 
of Birmingham that, in the contraſt ben exhibited 


between 
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between the ſituation of this country and that of 
France, there was any thing at which an © Engliſh- 
man ought to bluſh ;””—nor do they yet ſee that 
his imputing to the nation at large a determination 
to © mortify Diſſenters” in this affair, in defiance 
of all © reaſon and right,” and to © facrifice the beſt 
intereſts of the country” to the gratification of 
« blind rage and infatuation,” —were charges that 
became him as a modeſt and peaceable member of 
ſociety. His friendly inuendo on the expediency of 
applying the property of the Church to the diſcharge 
of the National Debt—the very appoſite illuſtra- 
tion of this favourite idea, which he derives from 
the conduct of the National Aſſembly of France, 
and which he tacitly recommends to the imitation 
of this country—together with his devout wiſh for 
the ultimate ſucceſs of this great ſcheme, expreſſed 
in the ſame intereſting paragraph*.—Theſe charit- 
able counſels and truly patriotic wiſhes, could not be 
miſtaken by them, as the cleareſt indications of a 
mind penetrated by a deep ſenſe of general juſtice 
to others, or with any very great reverence of that 
conſtitution, of which, in defiance even of the ſen- 
timents contained in the above preface, he would 
ſtill be conſidered a violent admirer. 

The Doctor muſt be allowed to have given a 
freſh ſpecimen of his attachment to our conſtitution, 


Vid. Preface to Letters to Mr, Burn, p. 1a, 13, 14, with Nete. 
ä | and 
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and eſpecially as laying the baſis of monarchy, in the 
work which we are examining. Speaking of the 
French ina commercial point of view, he ſays, page 
103, © Having no Court to look up to, and de- 
« pend upon, they will immediately adopt our 
te maxims, and the removal of a few Engliſh manu- 
cc facturers and merchants, may inſtantly decide 
ce the difference in their favour. And what a figure 
“e will this country then make, with its encreaſing 
ce debts, and enormouſly expenſive government, 
© without any ſuperiority with reſpect to manufac- 
ce tures and commerce.” 

This luminous extract (without the aſſiſtance of 
clerical ingenuity in curtailing, or arrangement) 
ſpeaks a complete ſenſe. What that ſenſe is, muſt 
be evident to every man's underſtanding. The 
French have now no Court to look to, or depend 
upon, therefore by adopting our maxims 1n trade, 
&c. they are likely to obtain, in a ſhort time, a 
decided ſuperiority. 

According to this doctrine, it ſeems now to be- 
come the duty of Engliſhmen, who regard the real 
intereſts of their country, to examine and to renovate 
that part of our conſtitution, which, by lodging the 
executive government in the hands of an individual, 
has unfortunately given exiſtence to that terrible 
evil, called a Court; which, while it does exiſt, 

men 
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men will be tempted to look to, and in ſome ſenſe 
to depend upon. 

Thomas Paine would have ſtated this argument 
with leſs concealment ;—the difference, however, 
between him and the Doctor, ſeems rather to turn 
on a principle of prudence than of general policy. 
The Doctor is thoroughly aware, that there are /ome 
things for which Engliſhmen are not yet prepared. 

Whether the clergy had any ground for ſuſpect- 
ing the tendency of this celebrated preface, or the 
editors were juſtified in giving it circulation amongſt 
the repreſentatives of the country, the public will 
now judge. Vid. Extracts ſent to the Biſhops, &c. 
Appen. No. II. 


AS the Doctor has given the public the 
hiſtory of his ſhort lived acquaintance with two of 
our brethren, and of his controverſy with thoſe 
gentlemen; and as the reader is left to conclude 
that their conduct in that buſineſs had /ome influence 
on the late riots, it will be neceſſary to ſtate the par- 
ticulars. 

Of the interviews which they had with the Doc- 
tor, and the opinion which he and they reſpectively 
formed 
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formed of each other, it will be ſufficient to ob- 
ſerve, in return for the civil things he has faid of 
them, that they ſaw ſome traits in the Doctor's 
character which intereſted and pleaſed them - they 
felt, as is natural for young men, a deſire of being 
better acquainted with a perſon, from whoſe con- 
verſation they hoped to derive ſome important hints 
of improvement on ſubjects of general literature— 
and they have no doubt, could they, in their ſtation, 
have quietly ſubmitted their underſtandings to the 
ſovereignty of his direction, and their religious 
principles, matters of infinitely greater moment, to 
his public contempt—they might then have eſcaped 
the implicated guilt of incendiaries, and have fat 
down, for the remainder of their lives, with all the 
reputation of“ liberal,” © well meaning,” good fort 
« of men.” 

Mr. Madan's controverſy with the Doctor, turn- 
ed entirely on a queſtion of national policy—that of 
Mr. Burn, had no relation to the Doctor's politics, 
nor to his principles as a proteſtant Diſſenter—it was 
a queſtion ſtrictly religious. 

The Doctor's controverſy with the Biſhop of St. 


David's, appears to have drawn Mr. Burn's atten- 


tion to his writings in general. In this courſe he 
met with a ſet of eſſays, written by Dr. Prieſtley on 
the ſubject of inſpiration. In theſe eſſays, publiſhed 
in the Theological Repoſitory, he thought he diſ- 

covered 


| 
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covered one leading principle which, in his appre- 
henſion, tended to ſet aſide the infallibility of the 
apoſtolic teſtimony, and with that, the authority of 
the ſcriptures in general. And in this opinion it 
has ſince appeared, Mr. Burn was not ſingular. 
Even Dr. Price, whoſe candour and penetration our 
accuſer will not doubt, entertained the ſame — 
See Appendix, No. III. 


Mr. Burn ſtated this principle in a ſeries of letters 
addreſſed to the Doctor, pointing out at the ſame 
time the conſequences which were likely to follow 
from this opinion, provided it were really believed 
and acted upon. 

In this he certainly did no more © than propoſe 
© his opinions, with the reaſons on which they were 
© founded.” © And ſurely there was no violence in 
© this.” The Doctor replied, and in what manner 
is pretty well known. We might indeed have 
aſked, on reading his anſwer, together with ſome 
ſtrictures on the ſame ſubject in his Familiar Letters; 
Could not opinion have been oppoſed by opinion, 
« and argument by argument?“ 

Some of the Doctor's more judicious friends 
thought this ought to have been the caſe. 

It is ſomewhat remarkable in how different a 
ſtyle Dr. Price is treated, though, in fact, guilty of 
the ſame offence with Mr. Burn. We cannot, in 
the review of this buſineſs, help ſuſpecting, there 

| D are 


34 A RELPY TO 


ate certain liberties allowed amongſt the rea! friends 
of the Doctor, which muſt not be expected by thoſe 
whom he is in the habit of but occaſionally meet- 
. 
To the abuſe contained in the Doctor's replies, 
Mr. Burn returned no anſwer ; and as his arguments 
did not appear quite ſatisfactory, he ſaw no ſufficient 
reaſon for retracting his firſt charge. And this ſeems 
to have completed the meaſure of his, and Mr. 
Madan's misfortunes in this controverſy. 

Theſe gentlemen ſhould have known that, to 
write againſt Dr. Prieſtley with firmneſs, and eſpe- 
cially to perſevere in an opinion which he has choſen 
to pronounce adb/urd,—approaches (as his good 
friends the Monthly Reviewers hinted to the DoCtor) 
to that offence which ſhall zever be forgiven. 

Dr. Prieſtley complains of the effect of this con- 
troverſy on the common people, and produces ſome 
examples of it in page 21. That a controverſy 
which e took ſuch pains to render popular, by pub- 
liſhing his letters chiefly in ſmall fxpenny pamphlets, 
and uſually on tbe market day, ſhould have attracted 
the attention of that claſs of people, is hardly to be 
wondered at: nor ought he to have been ſurpriſed, 
if ſome of the more abandoned of the lower order, 
taking advantage of the Doctor's great familiarity, 
carried their liberties too far. All this might eaſily 


have been accounted for, without having recourſe 
| to 
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to © inſtruction given by their ſuperiors” for that 
purpoſe. 

The Doctor, however, fears their ſuperiors (in- 
cluding the clergy, no doubt) had a hand in the 
buſineſs. Let him then come fairly to the proof, 
that his fears were well founded ; or let him expunge 
the illiberal and abſurd inſinuation from his liſt of 
charges. 

It would have Bien greater magnanimity, had 


the Doctor, at the time the unhappy children fol- 


lowed him with imprecations, enquired for their 
places of abode; and after repreſenting to their 
parents the miſerable condition of their children, 
preſſed them to ſend them to the Sunday ſchools 
opened by the town for their inſtruction or if he 
had objected to theſe, to have offered them admiſ- 
ſion to thoſe patroniſed by his friends, which he 
aſſures us are much better conducted. This, how- 
eyer, would have required a little /e/f- denial; whereas, 
to convert every trifling incident into ſuſpicion un- 
favourable to the character of Churchmen, ſeems, 
in Dr. Prieſtley's practice, perfectly natural, 

Of © the danger apprehended to the Doctor, by 


his © more zealous friends,” on their late failure in 


parliament“, we need only ſay, that this appears to 
have been a circumſtance known to them only :— 


* Vid. Appeal, page 22. 
D 2 their 
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their knowledge of things never done, or even 
thought of, is indeed extraordinary, Something, 
however, muſt be ſaid to perſuade the public, that 
the temper which ſhewed itſelf at the riots was not 
the effect of the occaſion ; but, that the ſame diſpo- 
ſition, to outrage and injuſtice, had long exiſted 
among the friends of the Eſtabliſhment, and only 
wanted a favourable opportunity to expreſs itſelf by 
action. VS 

Theſe * zealous centlemen,” no doubt, alſo in- 
formed the Doctor, that © ſome of the clergy of the 
* town and neighbourhood were frequently preach- 
ing againſt the Diſſenters, and often againſt him- 
« ſelf by name, or by deſcription.” Ibid. vid. alſo 
Letter to the Inhabitants of Birmingham. 

Againſt a Diſſenter as ſuch, we ſhould be aſhamed 
of the clergyman who would open his mouth in any 
other way than is conſiſtent with candour and mu- 
tual forbearance. The Diſſenters and Members of 
the Church of England in Birmingham, have their 
reſpe&ive opinions on queſtions of church diſcipline, 
and they have ever acted on thoſe opinions in their 
choice. of public worſhip. 

We do not find that on Ss account merely Diſ- 


ſenters have ever been attacked by the clergy of 
Birmingham ; or that, this difference in judgment 
and practice, on a point confeſſedly non-eſſential, 


ever interrupted that good neighbourhood, and in- 
terchange 
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terchange of kind offices ſo neceſſary to the com- 
fortable exiſtence of ſociety. 

Againſt the fentiments of Dr. Prieſtley as a divine 
and a politician, we confeſs ſomething has been ſaid. 

In the former of theſe characters our duty, in ge- 
neral, required that we ſhould take ſome notice of 
him ; and thoſe of us who have glanced at the ten- 
dencies of this man's policy have, by the introduction 
of political diſcuſſion, but imitated his own exam- 
ple. 


It muſt be allowed, that no man has done more 


either to invite, or provoke diſcuſſion. If we have 
not written ſo ably, or ſpoken ſo eloquently in de- 
fence of our ſentiments, as the Doctor has done in 


ſupport of his; we have nevertheleſs, without con- 


ſulting him, ventured both to ſpeak and to write, 


In fo doing, we did imagine we were only claiming 


our pittance in one of thoſe rights of which the 


Doctor is now, of courke, and by ſucceſſion, the 


ARCH-PONTIFEF, 

He is, however, determined to repreſent us as 
men who dread the diſcuſſion of our principles, and 
do every thing to avoid it ! 

The Doctor juſtly thinks that to urn his books 
is not /awful; and we cannot heip ſuſpecting from 
the temper he has ſhewn towards one of our vie- 


thren in particular, that to ay/wer them is not, in the 


Doctor's opinion, perfectly innocent. 
D 3 Every 
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Every thing bordering upon invective, or that is 


offered with the view of making a man perſonally 


odious, we as much condemn as he poſſibly can 
do. Let him point out the individual ſuſpected of 
ſuch a conduct, and produce ſufficient evidence of 
the fact; and we are ready to ſay, that clergyman 
has not only offended againſt the amiable ſpirit of 
his profeſſion, but has acted a part diſgraceful to any 
ſituation. 

This, however, is the idea which the public are 
left to form of the Birmingham clergy. © By the 
e diſcourſes of your teachers (he tells the inhabitants 
* of Birmingham) your bigotry has been excited to 
te the higheſt pitch, and nothing having been ſaid to 
© moderate your paſſions, but every thing to inflame 
* them ; hence without any conſideration on your 
« part, or theirs, who ought to have known and 
* taught you better, you were prepared for every 
« ſpecies of outrage, &c.“ 

We do aver from our own practice, and, as far 
as our knowledge extends, from the practice of our 
brethren in general, prior to the late unhappy affair, 
that this repreſentation of the conduct of the clergy, 
is not a true one, For the truth of this declaration, 
we can chearfully appeal to the conſtant experience 
of our hearers. 

What a deep ſenſe of injurious treatment may 
poſſibly, though not probably, have produced fence, 


we 
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we will not pretend to ſay. The above paſſage 
from Dr. Prieftley's frft letter, was as great an out- 
rage upon character, as the conduct of the rioters 
had been on property. I he Doctor has complained 
aloud, and with great reaſon, of the injuſtice and 
cruelty of the latter; and poſſibly ſome of our bre- 
thren may have complained in their turn. To com- 
plain was on both ſides juſt. The Doctor is not 
cenſured for complaint, but for abuſe—not for re- 
prehending the conduct of the rioters as in the 
higheſt degree criminal; but for his attempt to in- 
volve an innocent body of men in the guilt of that 
horrid tranſaction, and that upon the weighty con- 
ſideration of his being told, © that ſome of the clergy 
« of Birmingham were frequently preaching againſt 
« the Difſenters, and often againſt himſelf by name, 


- * or deſcription.” 


Againſt Dr. Prieftley by name, no man, of the 
leaſt ſenſe of decorum, would think of preaching ; 
but as it is difficult to expoſe any fundamental error 
that has accompanied the growth, or incorporated 
itſelf with the profeſſion of Chrittianity—without at 
the ſame time exhibiting ſome leading traits in the 
Doctor's deſcription ; we ſuſpe& moſt of us muſt 
plead guilty to the latter clauſe of his accuſation, 

But does it follow that, becauſe we have in writ- 
ing or otherwiſe publicly avowed our opinion of 
Unitarianiſm, as a ſcheme tending to the extinction 

D 4 of 
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of every thing valuable in Chriſtianity ; that, we are 
therefore prepared to rob and murder all the pro- 
feſſors of that ſcheme? If this be good reaſoning, 
and it is manifeſtly the logic of the occaſion, what 
have not Churchmen to apprehend from Dr. Prieſt- 
ley, provided he had a mob at his direction? 

Dr. Prieſtley either does not, or will not ſee that, 
in this buſineſs, he is that very advocate of intolerance 
which he is conſtantly repreſenting the clergy to be. 
For where, we would aſk him, is the difference—if 
what he calls © the natural expreſſion of men's ſen- 
cc timentsꝰ muſt be reſtrained, whether that reſtraint 
be an at of parliament, or a falſehood invented to de- 
preſs and ruin a man's character? In our appre- 
henſion the laſt is the evil moſt to be dreaded. For 
although we conſider every reſtraint on opinion to 
be intolerant, as far as that act prevents the inveſti- 
gation of truth, or the advancement of good morals 
in any country; yet the offender in his caſe, whe- 
ther virtuous or otherwiſe, knows the extent of his 
misfortunes—whereas in the ober, it may be im- 
poſſible to calculate the quantity of miſchief to which 
a man is expoſed, or to provide effectually againſt 
It. | 

The latter of theſe ſituations is unfortunately that 
of the clergy of Birmingham. 

The caſe, however, is an extremely plain one. 
Dr. Prieſtley may do what he pleaſes in the © natural 

© expreſſion 
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© expreſſion of his ſentiments' on every ſubject be 
may boldly controvert the cleareſt axioms he is at 
liberty, if he chooſes, to deny chat two and two make 
ſour: or if, in his paſſion for ſingularity, he ſhould 
happen to feel out of humour with the ere# poſture 
ot other rational creatures, and exhibit on all fours, 
it is (till he Doctor —if any ſceptical Prieſt, or riſible 
High Churchman, ſhould preſume to gueſtion the 
one, or /augh at the other, let him prepare for con- 
ſequences ; and eſpecially, if he has ſucceeded in 
making his neighbours doubt and laugh with him. 


WE are at length arrived at a very intereſt. 
ing part of the Narrative this reſpects © the inno- 
cent occaſion of celebrating the French Revolu- 
« tion” in Birmingham. 

In the preceding part of his Narrative, the Doc- 
tor's great object is to criminate the clergy; in ibis 
his attack is directed to the reſpectable inhabitants 
at large. 

The motives which induced gentlemen to hold 
this meeting are out of the preſent queſtion. Our 
buſineſs is to ſatisfy the public with the opinion 

generally 
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generally entertained of the meeting itſelf, and of 
the influence which it appears to have had on the 
melancholy event which enſued. 

The firſt propoſition for holding this dinner was 
certainly received by many with evident marks of 
diſapprobation :—it had not, however, excited much 
attention, amongſt the common people, till the appear- 
ance of the hand- bill given by the Doctor. Appen. 
No. I. This paper, however harmleſs and “ un- 
cc worthy of notice” it might appear to Dr. Prieſtley, 
was conſidered in a very different point of view by 
the friends of order amongſt us. In different cir- 
cumſtances it might poſſibly have been treated with 
neglect; but as the idea of its having originated 
with the promoters of the dinner (and it certainly 
invited to that dinner) had very generally obtained 
amongſt the lower orders, the effect it might produce 
on them, was very juſtly and ſeriouſly apprehended. 

Copies of the hand-bill, written apparently by 
the ſame hand, had been introduced into ſeveral 
work-ſhops ; and though one of the maſters aſſured 
us, he uſed every method with thoſe of his men, on 
whom ſevere threatening, or the offer of reward, was 
likely to produce the effect, he could never diſcover 
by what means it had been introduced, He found, 
on enquiry, this to have been exactly the caſe in a 
conſiderable manufactory adjoining his own, In 
both theſe manufactories in particular, and at the 

corner 
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corner of almoſt every ſtreet, the hand- bill was the 
prevailing topic. Individuals were heard expreſſing 
their indignation in horrid execrations againſt the 
abettors of the intended dinner, whom they con- 
ſidered as the authors ; and whoſe object, judging 
from the ſpirit of the hand- bill, was nothing leſs, in 
the apprehenſion of the populace, than the imme- 
diate overthrow both of Church and State. 

Of this diſpoſition of the common people, the 
gentlemen concerned in the intended celebration, 
had ſufficient opportunity of informing themſelves 
from their own obſervation ; + beſides, that /ome of 
them were particularly admoniſhed of the temper 
ſhewn by ſeveral of the men in the manufactories 
above referred to, and that on the very morning of 
the 14th of July. Vid. App. No. IV. 

The public will naturally aſk here—as the ap- 
pearance of the hand-bill had thrown an odium on 
the deſign of the meeting, and ſeemed to threaten 
the peace of the town, what were the ſteps taken by 
your Magiſtrates in the huſineſs? We are happy 
to have it in our power to ſtate the particulars. 

About two o'clock on the day in which the Hand- 
bill was firſt known to be in circulation, a copy of it 
was produced at the Public Office, where the Ma- 
giſtrates were then ſitting on buſineſs. The matter 
contained in this paper appeared to them of ſo dan- 
gerous and alarming a tendency, that they conceived 

ic 
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it their duty immediately to adviſe Government on 
the ſubject. They accordingly incloſed a copy to 
the Miniſter, and on the receipt of his anſwer a few 
of the principal inhabitants, with the Magiſtrates, 
met; when it was reſolved to advertiſe “ a reward 
« of an hundred guineas for detecting the author, 
« printer, or diſtributer of the Hand- Bill.“ This 
advertiſement appeared in the earlieſt paper, which 
was Swinney's, of the 14th—the very day of meet- 
ing for tbe celebration of the French Revolution, The 
Magiſtrates at the ſame time reſolved to continue 
in town the whole day, and for the expreſs purpoſe 
of interpoſing their authority, provided any attempt 
ſhould be made to break the peace. 

Theſe, to an unprejudiced mind, muſt appear to 
have been the very ſteps which plain duty required 
in the then poſture of affairs ; and which, indeed, it 
would have been criminal in them to have neglect- 
ed. Let us now fee how this tranſaction is repre- 
ſented by the author of the Appeal. 

« 'The Magiſtrates of Birmingham, and other 
« known enemies of Diſſenters, were loud in their 
cc exclamations againſt it; though perhaps fabricated 
« for the uſe that was made of it; and a copy of it was 
« officiouſly ſent to the Secretaries of State, who or- 
« dered a ſtrict ſearch to be made, &c.” 

Does Dr, Prieſtley mean to ſay, that the Magiſ- 
trates, &c, would have acted more in character by 

exclaiming 
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exclaiming loudly in favour of the hand- bil!? Or, 
would he be underſtood to bring their icious en- 
deavours for diſcovering the author, &c. in proof of 


their ill-will 10 Diſſenters? Will the faithful dif- 


charge of a plain duty, as this evidently was, juſtify 
the treacherous inſinuation, that the hand-bill itſelf 
was fabricated by them for the expreſs purpoſe of 
making @ riot ? 

If the Magiſtrates were criminal in their exertions 
to detect the writer of the hand- bill, &c. the Diſſen- 
ters unqueſtionably partook of their guilt by what 
may be deemed a 7emperate imitation of their ex- 
ample. For they alſo offered a reward. But it 
will be ſaid in their juſtification, that this offer of 
theirs was delayed for ſome time after that of the 
Magiſtrates, &c. appeared—that when it was made 
public it did not, as moſt other things in which they 
feel intereſted, appear in the public prints, in the form 
of an advertiſement ; but was confined to the corners 
of a few ſtreeis in the town, and that even then it 
was held out for the diſcovery of the writer only. 

All this was certainly-true, but no candid man 
will hence infer, that the Doctor and his friends were 
the fabricators of the hand- bill; much leſs. will he 
conclude, that it was invented by them for the uſe 
that was made of it. | 

« In conſequence, adds the Doctor, of all bis 
* preparation, we were informed that, though the 

« trade 
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© trade of Birmingham had never been more briſk, 
« &c. many of the public houſes were that day 
ce full of people, whoſe horrid execrations againſt 
t Diſſenters were heard into the ſtreets, &c.“ 

What preparation does the Doctor mean? Surely 
he cannot intend the diſapprobation expreſſed by 
the Magiſtrates, &c. of the hand- bill, and their en- 
deavour to detect the writer of it—no—no. He 
would have the public believe, that * the Magiſtrates, 
« and other known enemies of Diſſenters,“ firſt com- 
poſed this © harmleſs produttion' with the view of 
bringing an odium on Diſſenters; and then, the 
more effectually to cover their impoſture, adver- 
tiſed for the diſcovery of the writer. But this ac- 
count of the buſineſs baffles all ſpeculation, and 
confounds belief. Suppoſing them not abſolute 
idiots, or not totally deprived of their underſtand- 
ings, by ſome ſudden ſhock of bigotry, every thing 
in their circumſtances forbade the attempt. 

Every man muſt ſee, that had they really done, 
as the Doctor tacitly accuſes them of doing, they 
would 'but have multiplied the means of their own 
detection. And there can be no doubt, conſidering 
the powerful aſſiſtance they muſt have received in 
the buſineſs, from the friends of the Doctor, that 
had the writer been a Magiſtrate, *Squire, or Prieſt 
of the Eſtabliſhment, he muſt have been found out 
—provided he remained in the King's dominions, 


Dr. 
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Dr. Prieſtley's account of the clergy, &c. is 
of that kind which makes the worſt thing he can 
ſay of them probable ; and we cannot but obſerve 
here, that on this ground it is not impoſſible 
that, by unſuſpecting perſons at a diſtance, even 
the fabrication of the hand-bill will be laid at their 
door. | 


The Doctor in his zeal to criminate the clergy, 
ſhould take his meaſures with greater caution, It 
may yet appear that he has riſked too much by 
thus provoking recrimination againſt his own corps. 
It is true, he has repeatedly declared his entire 
ignorance of the buſineſs, and it is equally certain, 
that no ont circumſtance has yet tranſpired to fix it 
on a Member of the Eſtabliſnment—at the ſame 
time Dr. Prieſtley ought to know, that however 
innocent he may be in the affair, preſumptive evi- 
dence, and that not of the weakeſt kind, has, in 
the opinion of many, fixed the ſuſpicion of guilt 
in the buſineſs on ſome of his own profeſſion :— 
our accuſer ought to recollect, that this is not the 
opinion of Churchmen only, that ſome very re- 
ſpectable people of another deſcription, are far from 
thinking the thing improbable, 


48 A REPLY TO 


We will put the following caſe hypotbetically—. 
We will ſuppoſe then that there did exiſt in this 
town or 1ts vicinity, at the trme the hand-bill made 
its appearance, a Divine, Squire, or Magiſtrate, no 
matter of what denomination—that the ſituation of 
this man, however reſpectable in its kind, gave him 
no particular claim to popular notice, nor was the 
ſplendour of his talents ſuch as to make him formid- 
able in the character of an adverſary, to whatever pur- 
poſes his oppoſition might be directed - that this 
_ gentleman, by ſome unfortunate circumſtance or 
other, fell under ſuſpicion as the writer of this cele- 
brated production We will ſuppoſe that during the 
riots this hypothetical exiſtence fled from his houſe in 
the utmoſt precipitation, concealed himſelf in the 
neighbouring fields and woods in the habit of a wag- 
goner, or any other character the moſt remote from 
his own—we will imagine that in this concealment he 
was ſurpriſed and alarmed beyond meaſure,, at the 
unexpected viſit of a day-labourer,- or any other 
common man, who might happen to recognize him 
that this labourer, conceiving our reverend hermit 
(and the Divine has the precedence here by courtehy 
merely) not much better than he ought to be, threaten- 
ed to deliver him to the mob, but was diverted from 


his purpoſe by entreaties and a ſum of money—we 
will 
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will ſuppoſe that in this panic, he ſeized the firſt 
moment of leaving his country, to which he has 
not yet found it perfectly convenient to return. 


Had ſuch an inſtance as this really occurred in 
the late affair, it would have ſaved Dr. Prieſtley the 
trouble of throwing out inſinuations againſt the 
Magiſtrates, &c. as the probable authors of the 
hand-bill ; and poſſibly might have enabled the pub- 
lic to make up their mind on the ſubject. 

It is worth obſerving here, that one of our 
worthy Magiſtrates, and the Gentleman too who 
has fallen under the largeſt ſhare of reproach in this 
buſineſs ; that—this Gentleman, though labouring 
under occaſional infirmities of body, has not thought 
it neceſſary to viſit the South of France, or any other 
part of the French dominions. | 


We ſincerely hope, with the Doctor, that time 
will throw ſome light on this dark buſineſs. In the 


mean time we challenge him, in the face of his 


country, to produce whatever he knows of 6 our con- 
duct in the affair. 


In conſequence, proceeds the Doctor, of all this 
< preparation” (on the part of the Magiſtrates, &c. 
in fabricating, and then advertiſing for the detection 


of the writer, &c.) “we were informed that, though 
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te the trade of Birmingham had never been more 


« briſk, ſo that hands could not be found to manu- 
« facture the goods, &c. many of the public houſes 
« were that day full of people, whoſe horrid execra- 
« tions againſt the Diſſenters were heard into the 
ce ſtreets; and it has been aſſerted, that ſome. of the 
© maſter manufacturers had ſhut up their work- 
« ſhops, and thereby left their men at full liberty 
cc for every miſchief.” 

The latter part of this paragraph has excited 
much curioſity to know. on what ground this extra- 
ordinary aſſertion could be made. It was juſtly ap- 
prehended, that one reſpectable inſtance of this 
nature would go a great way in ſupport of the idea, 
that the principal inhabitants were ſecretly abetting 
the riot. We have, therefore, given the buſineſs 
every attention in our power, 


As High Churchmen were the perſons moſt na- 
turally to be ſuſpected, we have directed our en- 
quiries to them principally ; and the reſult has been, 
that this retailed aſſertion has not the countenance 
even of one ſolitary example. On the contrary we have 
found, that the moſt reſpectable maſters in Birming- 
ham, and, to uſe the Doctor's phraſe, ſome of them 
the higheſt Churchmen we know, did inſiſt on their 

| men 
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men keeping cloſe to buſineſs on that day; and that, 
in general, they exerciſed this authority with e. 
One maſter ſucceeded with his men by declaring, 
« that the name of every man abſent on that day 
ſnould be given up to the Magiſtrate Another 
« threatened with difmiſfion thoſe not found on the 
premiſes at the ufual hours”—A third, inſtead of 
« ſhutting his men out, that they might be at liberty 
for every miſchief,” * /ocked them up in his manu- 
factory, that they might be better employed” —A 
fourth has fince © honoured his workmen, by preſent- 
ing each of them with a medal, in acknowledgment 
of their peaceable demeanour on that occaſion.” 


We give theſe as examples of what we have found 
to have been the general temper of the moſt reſpect- 
able maſter manufacturers on the late diſtreſſing 
occaſion. 


If an inſtance to the contrary really does exiſt, 
it has eluded our reſearch. When it is produced, 
we ſhall not be backward in expreſſing our moſt de- 
cided diſapprobation of that, as well as of every thing 
elſe that can be ſhewn to have contributed to that 
buſineſs. 


It appears, notwithſtanding theſe laudable exer- 
tions of the maſters, © that many public houſes were 
« that day full of people, whoſe horrid execrations 
© againſt the Diſſenters were heard into the ſtreets.” 

E 2 That 
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That ſome of the public houſes were full on that 
day, was nothing very extraordinary in a town like 
Birmingham. — The diſpaſition of thoſe who fre- 
quented them on that day, was the ſerious affair; 
and it is certain, that this was expreſſed in the moſt 
unequivocal manner. The promoters of the dinner 
were chiefly Diſſenters, and as the deſign of that 
meeting was ſtrongly ſuſpected, theſe gentlemen be- 
came the objects of popular reſentment, The tem- 
per ſhewn from the firſt appearance of the hand- bill, 
till the day of meeting, was now no ſecret. It had 
been carefully obſerved, and ſtrongly repreſented to 
the parties (and eſpecially on the morning of the 
14th*) both by Diſſenters and Churchmen. And 
it is manifeſt, from the hand-bill prepared for the 
expreſs purpoſe of countermanding the dinner, that 
this repreſentation had its effect on the majority of 
the gentlemen concerned. 

Theſe gentlemen clearly ſaw, that in a poſture of 
affairs ſo highly alarming to the peace of the town, 
it was not the time to diſcuſs the queſtion of right, 
which they had to commemorate any event they 
pleaſed. | 

An idea had gone abroad unfavourable to their 
views in the buſineſs. This idea was known to pre- 
vail amongſt that deſcription of men to whom ſen- 


* Vid. Appen. No. IV. 
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tences are books, and the very ſuſpicion of crime a 
ſufficient confirmation of guilt, Theſe conſiderate 
men felt that, however innocent they were of the 
foul intention imputed to them, that was not the 
proper time to combat, by argument merely, this 
imputation. They very wiſely concluded, that the 
beſt anſwer they could offer to men, who in general 
judge by their paſſions, was by refraining from a 
gratification which, in the opinion of theſe people, 
was but the ſignal of future meaſures hoſtile to the 
peace of the country. 

They might poſſibly think with Dr. Prieſtley, 
* that it was in a commercial point of view impoli- 
« tic to heighten the diſlike of the French nation to 
* this, by refuſing to partake of their joy, &c.“ but 
they at the ſame time conſidered, if this participa- 
tion in the triumph of another country, could not be 
obtained but at the riſk of diſturbing the tranquility 
of their own, in any conſiderable branch of it—it 
was their duty, as good citizens, to ſhew, that, in 
their opinion, charity begins at home. 


Such (as their hand- bill evidently ſhews) were the 


counſels of prudence adopted by wiſe and peaceable 
men on a very difficult occaſion. 

The queſtion then returns, why was not this 
wholeſome meaſure carried into effect? Mr. Ruſ- 
ſell's anſwer to this important enquiry is given by 
che Doctor in his Appendix, No. V. 

E. 3 « Mr, 
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Mr. Dadley, it ſeems, recommended that the 
© dinner might be had as was intended—he was 
« ſure there was no danger of tumult, provided the 
* gentlemen broke up early; and on this repre- 
& ſentation, orders were given to the printer to ſup- 
« preſs the hand. Gill, and Mr. Dadley's meaſure was 
% adopted.” 

That Mr. Dadley might wiſh “ the dinner to be 
© had as was intended, every man will allow was 
natural enough ; but that he poſſeſſed better infor- 
mation reſpecting the probable conſequences of that 
meeting, or was better qualified to form an opinion 
on that information, than the gentlemen in queſ- 
tion—no perſon, who has the honour of knowing 
the gentlemen, will eaſily believe. And that the 
ſingle opinion of Mr. Dadley ſhould have been 
deemed of ſufficient weight to produce this ſudden 
change of meaſures on this occaſion, ſeems almoſt 
incredible. 

Unfortunately for this gentleman's ſtatement, it 
is not contradicted by ſpeculation azerely—it is con- 
fronted by fats, the ſubſtance of which was com- 
municated to ſeveral reſpectable individuals imme- 
diately aſter the riots, and is now confirmed by a 
molt ſolemn depoſition on the part of Mr. Dad- 
ley. 

From his ſtatement it appears, that the wiſely 
concerted plan of relinquiſhing the dinner was given 


up, 


y 
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up, not on the repreſentation of Mr. Dadley, but in 
conſequence of the oppoſition it received from Mr. 
Ruſſell himſelf, who was determined the dinner ſpould 
go forward at all events, if be dined by himſelf, and 
that be would riſk the W Mr. Dadtey's 
ſtatement is as follows: 

« I, Thomas Dadley, Maſter of the Hotel, hav- 
© ing been called upon by a great number of the 
« principal gentlemen in this town and neighbour- 
« hood, to ſtate how far the tranſactions reſpecting 
© my conduct, as ſet forth in the above letter“, are 
true, I feel myſelf bound to declare in the moſt 
« ſolemn manner, that I never did repreſent to the 
« {aid Mr. Ruſſell, or any of the other gentlemen 
* who dined at my houſe on the fourteenth day of 
July laſt (in conſequence of the dinner being coun- 
* termanded) that I was ſure there was no danger 
© of any tumult, neither did I recommend that the 
e dinner might be had as was intended, nor did 1 
« propoſe that the gentlemen ſhould take care to 
break up early, and then that all danger would be 
ce be avoided ; neither did I by word or act, at any 
e time, ſay or do any thing to encourage the meet- 
ce ing or the dinner being had ; but that at one 
« o'clock on the 14th of July laſt, Mr. William 
« Hunt's ſervant came to me at my houſe, with a 
« meſſage from his maſter, to ſtop all proceedings 


In Dr. Prieſtley's Appen. No. V. 
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« of the dinner, and at the ſame time expreſſing 
Mr. Hunt's deſire that I would attend him at his 
* warehouſe, which (having firſt countermanded all 
< preparations for the dinner) I complied with, 


e and found Mr. William Hunt, Mr. Harry Hunt, 


« and Mr. John Lawrence, when Mr. William Hunt 
« {aid that he had ſent for me to tell me, as they 
« had countermanded the dinner, to make out my 
ce bill, and bring it to Mr. Harry Hunt, that I ſhould 
ebe paid in every reſpect the ſame as though they 
* had dined, as they preferred the peace of the 
* town more than the enjoyment of themſelves, 
« Upon which, after expreſſing my ſatisfaction at 
e the dinner being ſtopped, I was coming away, 
« and was met at the warehouſe door by the ſaid 
* Mr. Ruſſell, who wiſhed me to ſtop a little, and 
* then made enquiry of Mr. Hunt what had paſſed. 
Mr. Hunt ſaid he had countermanded the dinner; 
Mr. Ruſſell immediately replied, that he had not 
heard any thing more than what he had been in- 
* formed by me, to create an alarm on the preceding 
Monday“, and that the dinner ſhould go forward 
« at all events, if he dined by himſelf ; he would 

* « On the Monday preceding I had informed Mr. William 


Hunt, Mr, Harry Hunt, Mr. William Ruſſell, Mr. George Hum- 
* phreys, and Mr, John Lawrence, who were met at my houſe 


that afternoon, that it was then generally thought if the dinner 
* ſhould be had, it would create a general diſturbance in the 
town. In anſwer to which, they all promiſed to indemnify me, 
« provided any damages or loſs ſhould enſue in conſequence of 
* the dinner being had.” 
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* riſk the conſequences, and then directed, that I 
« ſhould, inſtead of laying the table for one hun- 
e dred, only lay it for ſixty or ſeventy. 


« THOMAS DADLEY.” 


This account of the buſineſs is overlooked by Mr. 
Ruſſell, Poſſibly his extreme modeſty might in- 
duce him to withhold a repreſentation, in which, if 
Mr. Dadley may be credited, he, Mr. Ruſſell, is 
the principal character. It will be fortunate for that 
gentleman, if his known diffidence ſhould be ad- 
mitted in apology on this occaſion, and eſpecially 
when it is recollected, that © he ſolemnly avers his 
* account of the affair to be a true and juſt repre- 
« ſentation of the proceedings in that buſineſs.” — 
Vid. Mr. Ruſſell's Letter, given by Dr. Prieſtley in 
Appendix, No. V. 

Dr. Prieſtley, in his detail of fas, has intro- 
duced one, which, from the influence aſcribed to it, 
muſt not in this place be overlooked. 

It has ſince appeared (he ſays, page 27) that 
* beſides the dinner at the Hotel, there were alſo 
* dinners of the oppoſite party on the 14th of July, 
and thoſe not of the loweſt claſs of the people, 
« with whom the common ale-houſes were filled, 
* Theſe did not riſe from their entertainment ſo 
« early, or with ſo much ſobriety as thoſe who dined 
at the Hotel; and it was at the breaking up of 

« their 
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ce their companies, that the riots commenced. Let 
ce the impartial then judge to which of the dinners 
« the riot that followed is to be aſcribed,” 

When Dr. Pricſtley appeals to fas, we hear him 
with attention, and eſpecially when thoſe fas are 
brought forward (as in this inſtance) immediately 
accounting for the outrages of the 14th of July, 
To the /a# in this paragraph, we are enabled to 
anſwer circumſtantially—to the inference deduced 
from it by the Doctor, he has, in our opinion, ſuf- 
ficiently rephed b:melf. | 

Of theſe counter-dinners, it has upon the moſt 
accurate enquiry appeared, “ that the idea of meeting 
on that day had been ſuggeſted by a few indivi- 
duals—that the propolition was generally oppoſed 
by thoſe reſpectable members of the Eſtabliſhment, 
clergy, and others, to whom it was made—that the 
profeſſed ground on which the idea was rejected by 


them, was, the hoſtile interpretation which might 


be put upon their conduct; and that for this very 
reaſon, the buſineſs was given up by thoſe few 
with whom it had originated.“ 

The idea, therefore, of their riſing at a late hour 
inebriated, and that the diſturbances commenced 
from the breaking up of their companies, is, to ſay 
the leaſt of it, an idle fi ion -e do not fay invented 
by Dr. Prieſtley, for the purpoſe here attempted to 


be made of it, for it might have report for its baſis ;— 
I but 
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but a ſcrupulous regard to verity, would have taught 
him to receive with extreme caution reports of this 
nature, tending ſo materially to the injury of others, 
and eſpecially in an appeal to the public, introduced 
as this is, with ſuch extraordinary folemnity. © It 
« has ſince appeared, &c.” ſays the Doctor; let 
him then produce the inſtances from the conduct of 
« the upper claſſes of the people,” whom he thus 
gravely accuſes. He is no doubt in poſſeſſion of the 
facts; hen they appear, we ſhall not be backward 
in expreſſing our indignation at ſuch proceedings, 
We ſhall not be ſurpriſed, if the ſame temerity 
that prompted the Doctor to riſk this aſſertion, 
ſhould induce him to bring forward the conduct of 
the MAac1STRATES in ſupport of it. Theſe gentlemen 
dined at one of our inns on that day, and for the expreſs 
purpoſe of being on the ſpot, in caſe their interference 
ſhould be found neceſſary in order to keep the peace. 
But it is ſufficiently evident, from the Doctor's 
own account of the buſineſs, that the diſpoſition to 
riot (here aſcribed to counter-dinners) had ſhewn 
itſelf much earlier than the time of dining on the day 
ofthe 14th of July. He aſſures us, “that when the com- 
* pany met, a crowd was aſſembled at the door, and 
* ſome of them hiſſed and ſhewed other marks of 
* Udiſapprobation ;” i. e. groaning, and ſome vio- 
lence alſo, though the Doctor ſays that was not 
* material,” Page 26. | 
Thele 
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Theſe circumſtances, however trivial they may 
note be made to appear (in order to cover the dinner 
at the Hotel from the ſuſpicion of having furniſhed 
to the common people the pretext for riot) were 
very palpable indications of the light in which that 
meeting was held by the lower claſſes, 

If at that early hour the fame of this dinner had 
collected a crowd ; and if while the people might be 
conſidered ſober, and in ſome meaſure alſo awed by 
the danger of ey detection, ſuch marks of reſent- 
ment were ſhewn—it required but little diſcernment 
to foreſee, that the ſame perſons, when covered by 
the darkneſs of night, would (without the aid of 
counter-dinners) proceed to greater lengths of out- 
rage. The queſtion here, is not what will Ji or 
extenuate the dreadful event which followed ; for we 
are fully convinced nothing can do this but what 
occaſioned it? If there was a dinner in the caſe, as 
the Doctor affirms there was, © let the impartial 
« now judge to hoe dinner the riot is to be 
ce aſcribed,” 

We know not what ſome individuals might have 
been taught to look for, as the probable event of 
this dinner; but we do ſuſpect, from the following 
fall, there muſt have been ſome incautious things 
uttered in reference to that buſineſs, 

A certain gentleman, a Diſſenter, was called 
* upon for a churchwarden's levy ; he informed the 

« perſon, 
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* perſon, he might take it for that time, but that 
© he thought we ſhould not have many more. This 
happened about a fortnight before the day of meet- 
c ing for the celebration of the French Revolution.“ 
“The perſon to whom this was ſaid, being ex- 
& ceedingly ſurpriſed at this information, mentioned 
ce it to ſome of his friends, for which he was after- 
ce wards ſeverely cenſured by the party.” The names 
of the individuals concerned, are in our poſſeſſion. 


There 1s one circumſtance more which the Doc- 
tor introduces, and which he repreſents as © a habit 
amongſt perſons of better faſhion” in Birmingham, 
which tended to inflame the popular mind againſt 
Diſſenters in general, and againſt himſelf eſpecially— 
that is the profane and horrid cuſtom of drinking dam- 
nation and confuſion to the Preſbyterians, &c.” page 23. 

What individuals, calling themſelves churchmen— 
individuals whom neither reverence of God, or de- 
cency to men, can reſtrain, may have faid in their 
hours of debauchery and intemperance, we cannot 
pretend to determine ; nor will an impartial reader 
place this to our account. We profeſs ourſelves 
happy in our ignorance of ſuch men, and we take 
this opportunity of expreſſing our unfeigned deteſ- 
tation of their communications, 

But the charge is not directed againſt hem merely. 
The objects of this imputation are left ſufficiently 

undefined, 
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undefined, to lead the public to conclude, that this 
infamous and diſgraceful practice was general 
amongſt © perſons of better faſhion” in Birming- 
ham. We are authoriſed to ſubmit the following 
fa, in order that the public may judge from what 
caſes ſuch reports may, in ſome inſtances, have 
originated. 

« A very reſpectable individual, whoſe neareſt 
relations are Diſſenters, had lately a few friends to 
dine with him. After dinner it was deemed neceſ- 
ſary to air the wine. He accordingly took a bottle, 
reaching at the ſame time a pamphlet that lay on the 
fide-board, and placed this under it on the bottom of 
the fender, leſt the heat of the fender ſhould burſt the 
bottle. This pamphlet turned outto be Dr, Prieſtley's 
Appeal, which produced a laugh from ſome of the 
company, on obſerving the Doctor thus crowned 
with a bottle. In the evening one of the company 
jocoſely told his friend, who is a Diſſenter, that he 
had ſeen the Doctor's Appeal very near the fire, and 
that it was near being, if not burned, This gentle- 
man mentioned the circumſtance to another friend, 
and from this ſimple incident a report immediately 
got wind, and was induſtriouſly circulated by one very 
e zealous friend” of the Doctor in particular THA 
THE COMPANY HAD DRANK DAMNATION TO DIS- 
SENTERS OF ALL DENOMINATIONS, AND BURNT 


THE DocToR's APPEAL WITH THREE HUZZAS !” 
| THE 
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THE facts we have hitherto examined have 
been ſelected from the narrative part of the Doctor's 
work ; we will now conſider two very extraordinary 
paſſages in his Reflections. 

Theſe paſſages refer to a tranſaction which we 
do conſider as moſt ſhamefully miſrepreſented by the 
author; and as there is juſt reaſon to apprehend that, 
in conſequence of the impoſition contained in Dr. 
Prieſtley's ſtatement, this tranſaction was brought 
forward on the firſt day of the preſent meeting of 
Parliament, and animadverted on with great ſeve- 
rity, by a diſtinguiſhed member of the Britiſh Senate, 
Mr. Fox ;—it is but juſtice to that gentleman to 
furniſh him with the true hiſtory of that buſineſs :— 
and we cannot (judging from the known generoſity 
of that gentleman's character) but expe&, that he 
will as publicly reſent, the impoſition that has been 
put upon him in the affair, as he has cenſured the 
town of Birmingham, which has thus unfortunatel 
ſuffered in his opinion. 

It happens fortunately for the intereſts of truth, 
that every principal ſtep taken in relation to the 

addreſs 
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addreſs beginning with the words © Friends and 
« Fellow Churchmen,” was taken in the houſe, and 
under the eye of the Rector of St. Phillip's ; who 
has favoured us with the following very circumſtan- 
tial, and, we have no doubt, to an impartial public, 
ſatisfactory account of the buſineſs. 

© On the morning of the 16th of July, the Magiſ. 
trates, and other principal gentlemen removed, by in- 
vitation, tomy houſe, as I underſtood that the maſters 
of inns and public houſes were afraid to receive 
them, leſt the mob ſhould reſent ſuch a ſtep; and 
there a ſhort addreſs to the rioters was propoſed, and 
read to Mr. Taylor himſe!f, amongſt others, and re- 
ceived his entire approbation. It was unanimouſly 
agreed, that an addreſs of that kind to be diſperſed 
amongſt the mob, and poſted in conſpicuous places 
through the town, was the only practicable ſtep 
which had the ſmalleſt chance of influencing the 
mob to deſiſt and diſperſe; though it had been too 
plainly proved for ſome time, that nothing but a 
diſciplined military force was likely to be effectual 
to the full extent of our wiſhes. 

It was hoped, however, that the conciliating ap- 
pellation of Friends and Fellow Churchmen,” 
might, in ſome degree, gain their attention and ac- 
quieſcence, ſo as to obtain, perhaps, a ſuſpenſion of 
their outrages during the next day (Sunday) when 


the troops were expected to arrive, as they did. 
« it 
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te It js remarkable, continues Mr. Madan; that the 
obvious policy of ſeeming to coincide in ſentiment 
with a mob,. for the purpoſe of influencing their 
opinions and controuling their conduct, ſhould have 
been actually conſtrued into a real deſign of pro- 
moting and inflaming their violence 


« By what other epithets or addreſs could we hope 
to gain ſo much aſcendency over them, while 
« Church and King” was the popular cry ? And 
therefore how illiberal a perverſion of our well- 
meant and well-concerted endeavours has it been, 
to charge us with impropriety, or rather guilt, in 
the uſe of thoſe very epithets which were beſt adapt- 


ed to the purpoſe of arreſting the attention and the 


fury of the inſurgents !- But no reſpectable inquirer 
will demand this explanation of our motives, or 
this vindication of our conduct. 


ce J have only to add further, that a brother, as I 
believe, of Mr. William Ruſſell, when he had leſt my 
houſe that morning (Saturday) repeatedly ſent to 
know how ſoon the propoſed addreſs would be ready, 
and where he was to apply for copies of it to 4i/- 
per/e among the mob, if they ſhould attack his pre- 
miſes. 

« Mr. Taylor alſo, was expreſsly aſked whether 
he could ſuggeſt any additional or better means to 
be adopted, when he declared his approbation of 
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the meaſure, and his conviction that every thing 
that was practicable had been attempted. 

« Before I left town I viſited Dr. Johnſtone (a 
Phyſician of eminence, and a Diſſenter) at his own 
houſe, for the expreſs purpoſe of ſhewing him the 
intended addreſs, requiring him in the ſame man- 
ner to mention any additional or better means which 
might occur to him, when J received a ſimilar ap- 
probation of the addreſs ; together with a full juſti- 
fication of his own conduct reſpecting that ill- 
judged meaſure, the dinner at the Hotel.” | 

Had the Doctor's Appeal been compoſed at one 
ſitting, and that after tea, as his Letters to Mr. 
Burn are reported to have been, there might have 
been ſome excuſe pretended for the ignorance he 
diſcovers of the fads contained in the above ſtate- 
ment; but, that the ſentiments uttered in the fol- 
lowing paſſages ſhould have eſcaped him, in a work 
deliberately. written, and not publiſhed till ſome 
months after the riots, when ſufficient opportunity 
had been given for every needful information on the 
ſubjet—is a buſineſs which we ſubmit to the judg- 
ment of the public, and to his own conſcience. © In 
the height of the riot they (the mob) were ad- 
dreſſed by the Magiſtrates, and other reſpectable 
members of the Church of England, who then thought 
they bad done miſchief enough, and wiſhed them to 
proceed 
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proceed no farther, by the appellation of Friends 
and Fellow Churchmen.” Page 70. And in page 
71—* The cleareſt facts ſhew (then produce them, 
Sir) that there was more than remiſſneſs on the 
part of many perſons of better condition, and nothing 
that they ever did ſhewed a real diſapprobation of the con- 
duct of the mob previous to the demolition of my houſe, but 
only a wiſh that they ſhould proceed no farther than 
that; and this on no other account than that of the 
expence it would be to themſelves. This is evident 
from the hand- bills laſt referred to.” 

For the opinion entertained by three very re- 
ſpectable Diſſenters, of the motives which induced 
the Magiſtrates, &c. to prepare the hand- bill in 
queſtion, and of the probable good effe# it might 
have with the mob, we refer the public to the above 
repreſentation of that affair, given by Mr. Madan ; 
and for the ſentiments profeſſed by the body of Di/- 
enters, reſpecting the conduct of reputable members 
of the Church of England in general, and their en- 
deavours to quell the riots, and to protect the diſ- 
treſſed on that occaſion, we conceive it will be ſuf- 
ficient to inſert the following addreſs from that body, 
publiſhed immediately after the riots, 


The Diſſenters of 'Birmingham defire to return their 
grateful acknowledgments to all thoſe members of the 
Eſtabliſhed Church, who in any manner exerted then- 
ſelves during the late riots, in defence of their per/ons 
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and property ; more particularly to thoſe who, in the 
true ſpirit of chriſtianity, received into their houſes, and 
under their protection, families of Diſſenters, who were 
obliged to leave their own habitations ; and alſo ts 
all thoſe who received and protected their goods. They 
truſt that good men of every denomination will conſider 
this protection as highly hayourable to the humanity of 
thoſe who gave it ; and they think it to be the more 
meritorious, as theſe generous protectors did thereby ex- 
poſe themſelves to danger from a lawleſs mob, wha 
wanted only pretence for depredation. - 


From this it ſufficiently appears, that Dr. Prieſt- 
ley has, in his inſidious management of this buſineſs, 
acted as much in oppoſition to the avowed opinion 
of the reſpectable body of Diſſenters in Birming- 
ham, as he has done to the cleareſt dictates of can- 
dour and truth, | 

We cannot help obſerving here, that the impe- 
tuoſity by which this otherwiſe great man is hurried 
on in his career of accuſation, ſometimes betrays 
him into ſomething like abſurdity. © Not one In- 
e dependent, Baptiſt, or Methodiſt, I am con- 
te fident, had any hand in the riot at Birmingham, 
e but only thoſe Members of the Church of Eng- 
* land (if they can be ſaid to be members of axv 
© Church) who are in fact deſtitute of all ſenſe of 
« religion, &c.“ page 70. 


We 


DR. PRIESTLEY'S (APPEAL, 69 


We perfectly agree in opinion with the Doctor, 
that no man calling himſelf an © Independent,” 
« Baptiſt,” or © Methodiſt,” provided he entertain- 


ed a juſt ſenſe.of his principles, could have had the 


© leaſt ſhare in the late riots ;” and we think there 
is no candid men of either denomination but will 
allow, that it 1s a peculiar hardſhip on the Church 
of England, to make her anſwerable for the conduct 
of men, who are in fa#, and by the Doctor's ac- 
knowledgment, © deſtitute of all ſenſe of religion.“ 

The Doctor himſelf ſeems to have felt this dif- 
ficulty, and therefore has thrown in a doubt © whe- 
ther ſuch men, as the rioters, can be ſaid to belong 
to any Church,” 

Had he followed the obvious leadings of ſimple 
truth, he would have ſeen no difficulty in the bu- 
ſineſs. Men who thus prove themſelves © deſtitute 
of all ſenſe of religion,” if they rank as members of 
any ſociety, it muſt be of that which the Scriptures 
denominate the © Synagogue of Satan ;” and un- 
queſtionably every Chriſtian Church mult diſclaim, 
with abhorrence, all religious connexion with ſuch 
men, unleſs in the hope of giving them better prin- 
ciples, and of bringing them to repentance, 

If there be any thing doubiſul remaining, it muſt ap- 
pear to every impartial obſerver, to be the integrity of 
that man's motives, who can thus, to anſwer a purpoſe, 
make Churchmen of rioters; and in the ſame breath 
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too in which he declares it to be a queſtion—* whe. 
* ther ſuch miſcreants can be ſaid to be members 
ce of any Church!“ 

It is thus, however, the tongue of ſlander will 
ſometimes falter, while conſcious it is uttering itſelf 
in the preſence of truth. 


WE are now come to that part of the Ap- 
PEAL Which relates to the conduct of the Clergy at 
and after the time of the riots. 

If, as the Doctor ſuppoſes, there was a plan in 
this iniquitous buſineſs, the public, we think, muſt 
have ſeen, from what has gone before, that he has 
exerted his utmoſt ingenuity to fix the ſtigma of it 
upon the clergy, &c.—it will now appear that he is 
not leſs aſſiduous in his endeavours to criminate them 
as the principal, though /zcret abettors of this plan 
in its execution. | 

In page 73, he repreſents © the clergy as having 
cc been the firſt to calumniate the Diſſenters, and to 
ce place the conduct of the mob in the moſt favour- 
« able light.” And in page 98, 99, they are either 
directly, or by implication, accuſed of having © ex- 

V4 bg « preſſed 
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« preſſed great ſatisfaction in the riots, as the beſt 
« way (manifeſtly unjuſt and illegal as it was) of 
« gbtaining their end againſt Dr. Prieſtley and 
« Others. The Public are left to conclude, that 
they neither © endeavoured to prevent the riots,” 
nor were © ſorry for them.” In page 97, they are 
repreſented as © wiſhing the Doctor, and other op- 
poſers of the doctrine of the Trinity,” © might be 
ſilenced by other means than by argument” —as hav- 
ing given © ſufficient intimation of their wiſh for the 
interpoſition of the civil power”—and as © lament- 
ing that the circumſtances of the times were unfa- 
vourable to ſuch a mode of ſilencing him, &c.”— 
In conſequence of which they are treated as © per- 
ſecutors, who would, if they had it in their power, 
« apply force in the place of argument.” 

Charges of this ſerious nature, and preferred with 
ſuch confidence, will of courſe be looked upon by 


perſons at a diſtance, as founded on evidence, the 


moſt clear and incontrovertible, or at leaſt, as ſup- 
ported by facts of ſuch general notoriety in this 
neighbourhood, that the formal introduction of them 
was altogether unneceſſary. 

As the matter now ſtands, the Doctor's proofs in 
ſupport of theſe weighty accuſations, are certainly 
of a nature altogether unprecedented in caſes of this 
magnitude, 
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Did not this diſcuſſion involve in it the reputation 
of a body of men, whoſe character cannot be indif- 
ferent to the public, it would be difficult, in pur- 
ſuing the Doctor in this argument, to be perfectly 
ſerious. 

For how are theſe momentous charges ſubſtan- 
tiated ? Why, truly, we are called upon (in page 75) 
* to conſider the part which many of the inferior 
te clergy have acted in this buſineſs” (taking for 
granted that this was moſt infamous, in ſhort, in- 
cluding all the villanies ſtated i in the above charges) 
and this upon the mere gratuitous aſſertion of 
our accuſer, without even the pretence of evi- 
dence ! 

Fearing, however, leſt this collection of frong 
proofs might in ſome meaſure loſe its point, unleſs 
confirmed by an appeſite example, he produces (in 
p. 62) the inſtance of a clergyman who © declared, 
ce that if all his writings were put together, and the 
© Doctor himſelf placed on the top of them, he 
* ſhould rejoice to ſer fire to the pile: though (in 
p. 98) the Doctor acknowledges, upon better in- 
formation, that clergyman to have been 4 fool, or 
ſomething approaching very nearly to that charac- 
ter: At the ſame time, not willing wholly to give 
up an example (though what is ſaid of this imagin- 
ary idiot has report only for its baſis) ſo much to his 


Pele he very candidly ſuppoſes that this © weaker 
e brother” 
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«© brother” expreſſed the real ſentiments of © many 
« others.” Every man muſt ſee at once, that evi- 


dence like his will prove any thing, and that nothing 


can remain doubtful which ſuch GET are 
brought to illuſtrate ! 

Had © the clergyman who in a public aſſize ſer- 
« mon called the ſufferings of Diſſenters (in the late 
« riots) wholeſome correction, been a Birmingham 
clergyman, we have no doubt his name would have 
appeared: —as things are, we are left to conjecture 
this unfortunate Sheriff's Chaplain muſt have retired 
to his ſtudy (on the day his ſermon was compoſed) 
with the following paſſage deeply impreſſed on his 
mind If the Biſhops took any proper care of the 
« orals of their clergy, Mr. Burn would be cenſured 
« by them, and if he did not repent, and make his 
« repentance as public as his fault (writing againſt 
« Dr. Prieſtley) he would be ſuſpended from his 
« Miniſtry, But in this degenerate age, and relaxed 
© ſtate of diſcipline, nothing of this wROLE SOME 
© SEVERITY, I fear, is to be expected.“ Vid. Dr. 


Prieſtley's 16 Famil. Lett. in reply to Mr. Burn. 


We blame this clergyman (if ſuch a man really 
does exiſt) for deſcending to ſuch ſervility of imita- 
tion, —it muſt however be recollected, there is ſome- 
thing peculiarly bewitching 1n illuſtrious examples. 
| Such are the internal pillars by which this great 
fabric of criminal accuſation is ſupported—let us 

now 
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now examine by what kind of outward evidence it 
is propped and buttreſſed. 

The Doctor remarks (in p. 73) © that the cler. 
« oy, if they had wiſhed to waſh their hands of this 
ce crime, and diſclaim the conduct of thoſe who call 
« themſeles I beir friends, ſhould have been the firſt 
« to reprobate their proceedings, and to preach 
« moderation and peace.” 

What evidence has Dr. Prieftley to produce, that 
they have not done ſo? Let him ſhew who thoſe 
clergymen are that have, on proper occaſions, been 
backward in expreſſing their indignation at the late 
diſgraceful proceedings. The conduct of the clergy, 
we have no doubt, has been narrowly watched—at is 
more than probable there have been, frequently, in 
their aſſemblies, men who were ready to make them 
« offenders for a word.“ 

If it be from theſe worthy informants that Dr. 
Prieſtley has received his intelligence, he is doubtleſs 
ready to produce his authorities; and the clergy, 
on their part, when properly called upon, will cheer- 
fully abide the ſcrutiny, Till this be fairly done, 
there 1s no other way left for the accuſed than pe- 
remptorily to deny the charge. Evidence, in ſup- 
port of it, there is none even pretended by Dr. 
Prieſtley, and therefore the clergy have, in fact, 
nothing to confute, 


It 


DR. PRIESTLEY'S APPEAL, 75 


It is further adduced, in proof of clerical guilt on 
this occaſion, that they did not accommodate the 
« Diſſenters with the uſe of their churches, till the 
« meeting-houſes- could have been rebuilt.” p. 73. 

Dr. Prieſtley ſhould have recollected, that this 
offer (had it been in the power of the Biſhop, or the 
clergy legally to make it) muſt have been made 
after the appearance of his obliging © Letter to the 
« Inhabitants of Birmingham; when the clergy 
had no very great reaſon to conclude, from the civil 
mention made of them in it, that any propoſition 
from them would have been accepted®. 

Beſides, 1t was not poſſible that, as honeſt men, 
they could have offered their churches as a © com- 
e penſation” for whom had they injured, that a 
compenſation from them ſhould be deemed neceflary ? 
It will poſſibly be urged, that the meeting-houſes 
were deſtroyed on pretence of ſupporting the church, 
and therefore it became the duty of the clergy to 
make reſtitution.” But if this be juſt reaſoning, we 
will preſent the Do@or with another ſpecimen of it, 
that may perhaps be as much to his mind. 

We will ſuppoſe then, the days to have arrived, 
which the Doctor ſeems ſtrongly to anticipate, when 
« under the direction of an artful leader, the ſame 


Vid. Dr. Prieſtley's Letter to the Inhabitants of Birmingham, 
in his Appen. No. II. 
ce lawleſs 
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© lawleſs rabble who lately ſhouted Church and 
King, ſhould take up the cry, No Church, no 
* King, or at leaſt that of No game laws,” «© No 
© rythes,” © No exciſe” - and ſuppoſe, that under 
the auſpices of this © artful leader” all theſe great 
things ſhould be attempted, under the pretence of 
ſupporting the meeting-houſe—would the innocent 
Doctor, and his © more zealous friends,” feel them- 
ſelves obliged to make © compenſation,” in this in- 
ſtance, to individuals whom they were conſcious 
they had never injured? Such we are ſure is their 
good will for Churchmen, that, were an oppor- 
tunity to offer, they would cheerfully do as their 
brethren at Banbury have done ; but they would, no 
doubt (as they have taken pains to remind us in 
that inſtance) have their offer conſidered as an act 
of generoſity, not of juſtice. 

Dr. Prieſtley would /alute his offending brethren, 
the clergy, to betray them—he would provoke them 
to generoſity, but he would have them exerciſe that 
virtue on ſuch terms as would amount to an ac- 
knowledgment of guilt—he would have them open 
their churches to the ſufferers as a © compenſation,” 
i. e. he would have them publicly declare to their 
country, © that they did indeed burn the meeting- 
houſes, and that, upon their own confeſſion, they are 
to be conſidered guilty of every villany that is 


charged upon them in his Appeal.“ But this was 
t00 
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too much to expect from the clergy of Birmingham, 


unleſs they had all been of 2gua! fature with their 


« weaker brother” before mentioned. Such, how- 
ever (and no better have we been able to diſcover) 
are the pros of their guilt ! 

Another circumſtance miniſtering frong ſuſpicion 
of their having had © a hand” in the riots, is © their 
not joining, and inviting the Doctor back again, 
and doing every thing in their power to make his 
re-eſtabliſhment ſafe and eaſy.” p. 73,74. 

Hardened, inconſiderate men! not to avail your- 
ſelves of the ineſtimable opportunity, which his 
kind letter to your hearers gave you, of expreſſing 
your contrition for offences you never committed, 
and of ſupplicating (with halters on your necks) the 
return of a man whom you had never taken one ſtep 
to remove—a man, againſt whom your only offence 
has been that of daring, without his permiſſion, to 
think for yourſelves ! 

To produce this circumſtance in evidence againſt 


us, looks ſomething like penury in that neceſſary ar- 


ticle. It required the Doctor's penetration to find 
out, in this buſineſs, the prof of clerical guilt, and 
we ſee with what unexampled addreſs he has turned 
it to his purpole. But Dr. Prieſtley is confeſſedly 
a prodigy of invention, and if his example of it 
ſhould be admitted, by diſpaſſionate men, in con- 
firmation of his charge againſt the clergy of Bir- 

mingham, 
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mingham, it will ſtand as an incontrovertible inſtance 
to prove—that he is alſo an inventor of prodigies. 

To reply in perfect ſeriouſneſs to evidence of this 
kind, really requires greater frigidity of conſtitution, 
and a more ſtern inflexibility of muſcles, than we 
are endued with. 


BESIDES theſe charges, directly levelled 
at the clergy, there are other points of accuſation, 
of a more general nature, introduced; and, no 
doubt, with the view of throwing ſome additional 
light on their temper, as well as that other High 
Churchmen who have fallen under the Doctor's 
cenſure. 

He ſpeaks (p. 49, 66) on © the want of ſympa- 
« thy” apparent amongſt Churchmen, not only in 
Birmingham, but in every part of the kingdom of 
the diſpoſition they manifeſted to © exult in propor- 
tion as the injury done to himſelf and others was 
great and irreparable; — and for the proof of this, 
we are in both places ſeriouſly referred to © 4 Cheſter 
Ballad, entitled the Ghoſt and the Doctor.“ 


Of 
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Of courſe the people in Birmingham, and par- 
ticularly the clergy, ſhould be made accountable 
for this production, and eſpecially as the Doctor 
ſeems to ſuſpect it of being the manufacture of ſome 
naughty prieſt. 

To prove that the ſatisfaction our * weaker 
« brother” expreſſed in the idea of burning the 
Doctor alive,” was not peculiar to him, but the 
common ſentiment of many others—we are again 
(p. 98) ſolemnly referred to“ 4 paper written in a 
large print hand, and found at Beacongfield.” 

Had this paper been written with greater elegance, 
there might have been ſome ground for ſuſpecting 
an old friend of the Doctor, who reſides in that 
neighbourhood ;—and there unqueſtionably would 
have been as great an appearance of reaſon, in en- 
deavouring to bring the matter home to Mr. Burke, 
as in introducing it in this place, where it can ſerve 
no other purpoſe than that of expoſing the feeble 
efforts of a mind determined to criminate at amy 
rate, But we are tired of ballads and hand bills, 
and of anomymons impertinence of every other kind 
obtruded upon us by our accuſer. 

We ſhall, therefore, proceed to examine one 
tranſaction of a general nature, to which the Doctor 
refers, and from which he has certainly drawn the 
molt extraordinary and perverſe inference, ever made 


from a plain fact, 
— He 
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He tells (in p. 72) that © inſtead of promoting an 
enquiry concerning the inſtigators of the mob, and 
cenſuring the manifeſt remiſſneſs of the Magiſtrates 
(he ſhould rather have ſaid the failure of their well- 
meant efforts) a town's meeting has voted the latter 
thanks and rewards for the part they acted; and an 
addreſs to the King, reflecting more on the Diſſenters, 
as friends to innovation, than on the rioters.“ 


To this meeting (certainly one of the moſt nu- 
merous, unanimous, and reſpectable ever convened 
in Birmingham) called for the expreſs purpoſe of 
thanking our Magiſtrates, and other reſpectable in- 
dividuals who came to our relief, there did not 
appear any one fact that would juſtify them in with- 
holding their warmeſt acknowledgments from thoſe 
gentlen en. 


As the only proof of delinquency, on the part of 
our Magiſtrates, was their want of ſucceſs, that meet- 
ing conceived the compliment of a handſome piece 
of plate to each of thoſe gentlemen, might have a 
good effect, and would remain as a teſtimony of the 

* unanimity of the town in encouraging every vir- 
tuous effort for the preſervation of order. With 
the ſame view, dreſs ſwords, ſuited to the reſpective 
officers of the corps who came to our aſſiſtance, 
together with a ſum of money to be diſtributed g 


amongſt the men, were deſired to accompany the 
| thanks 
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thanks of the town voted to the corps on that oc- 
caſion. 

Dr. Prieſtley complains that “ the meeting did 
not promote an enquiry concerning the inſtigators of 
the mob. The town, on this occaſion, imagined 
that to ſtrengthen the hands of our Magiſtrates in 
the diſcharge of their duty, was in fact promoting 
thac enquiry, and in the only way to which, as a 
body, they were properly competent. The laws 
of the land have not delegated to town's meetings 
the power of granting ſearch warrants ; nor was it 
deemed the proper time to interfere by a formal re- 
preſentation on the ſubject, when our Magiſtrates 
were known to be employing every proper and ne- 
ceſſary means for that very purpoſe. 

Here 1s a very plain caſe :—The town and geigh- 
bourhood of Birmingham are publicly charged wick. 
2 dereliction of duty, in not having proceeded to , 
cenſure their Magiſtrates, not merely without evi- 
dence, but as it appeared to them againſt it. Dr. 
Prieſtley, who prefers this ſerious charge, declares 
the remiſſneſsꝰ of thoſe gentlemen to be“ manifeſt,” 
implying, no doubt, his knowledge of facts in their 
conduct fully juſtifying the imputation ; and yet he 
has not ventured to proceed againſt them /egaliy, but 
contents himſelf with venting his ſpleen in Zolerated 


ſlander. | 
G Of 
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Of the addreſs to the King voted on that occaſion, 
it will, we truſt, be ſufficient to ſay, that to the in- 
habitants of Birmingham it did appear highly pro- 
per, that his Majeſty's paternal care ſhould be grate- 
tully acknowledged ; and that it became them, as 
good citizens, to expreſs, on that occaſion, their high 
ſenſe of the excellency of that government, the 
benefits of whoſe protection they had ſo recently 
felt, as well as their dutiful and zealous concurrence 
with the Chief Magiſtrate to prevent ſimilar diſor- 
ders in future. 

The ſpirit of this addrek is by Dr. Prieſtley 
pronounced “ abje&t”—it may be ſo, but we ſhall 
make no apology to him for expreſſing our venera- 
tion of the exiſting government of the country, in 
our own way. Had we been favoured with the aſ- 
ſiſtance of a certain very © zealous friend” of the 
Doctor, we are fully aware our addreſs to the King 
might have received ſome important amendments, 
and eſpecially on the ſcore of Loy aLTy. 

His concluſion from the conduct of the town in 
this buſineſs, is indeed extraordinary“ the whole 
* town and neighbourhood muſt, therefore, fall un- 
«* der the ſuſpicion of ſcreening the criminals, and 
« therefore partaking in the guilt,” ib, 

To this truly equitable judgment on the conduct 
of a people, amongſt whom Dr. Prieſtley profeſſes 


to 
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to have © lived very happily for ten years” previous 

to the riots, we ſhall only ſay—if to thank men for 
contributing their aſſiſtance in /appreſſing a riot, be 
by fair conſtruction to vote them thanks for a neglect 
of duty; or, if to deprecate the conſequences of 
popular tumult, which the experience of different 
periods has ſhewn may iſſue in the worſt of innova- 
tions, be a compliment to rioters, and a reflection 
on thoſe who have unfortunately fallen victims to 
their rage confidence muſt then ceaſe amongſt men, 
and it will be no longer poſſible to vindicate a man's 


intentions by the moſt ſimple and unequivocal courſe 
of conduct ! 
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FACTS, 


Relating to the Conduct of the CLeRGy, and others, 
during the Riots, 


(NOT MENTIONED BY DR. PRIESTLEY.) 


| 


IN the preceding parts of this VIx DIA“ 
TION we have, as the public muſt have ſeen, been 
neceſſarily led to expoſe the direct falſehood of ſome 
of the Doctor's repreſentations, the perverted 
and illiberal colouring given to our conduct 
in others, and the unparalleled malignity and 1n- 
juſtice of his reflections in all. We will now ſup- 
ply ſome facts which our accuſer has not found it 
convenient to mention, 


REVEREND Mx. CURTIS, 


RECTOR OF Sr. MARTIN's. 


This Gentleman has obliged us with the follow- 
ing ſtatement of his conduct before, and during the 
time of the riots, 


« On 


JW- 
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« On the 12th of July, P. M. my friend, Dr. 
Gilby, at a meeting 1n this village (Solyhull) aſked 
whether I had ſeen a moſt criminal hand-bill that 
had the day before been circulated in Birmingham ? 
I told him I had not; and on his expatiating on the 
alarming matter contained in it, I immediately de- 
termined to ſend a ſervant to Birmingham to pro- 
cure, if poſſible, one of the hand-bills for me—he 
ſucceeded, and I received a copy of one that even- 
ing, about nine o'clock. The next morning, before 
ſix o'clock, I rode over to Moſeley, to Mr. Villers's, 
to adviſe with him what ſteps ſhould be taken to 
bring to Juſtice the author, &c. of this hand- bill, 
and requeſted him immediately to accompany me 
to Mr, Carles, the Magiſtrate. Buſineſs, however, 
of importance to Mr. Villers, deprived me of the 
pleaſure of his company ; but he engaged to meet 
me at Birmingham ſoon after, which he accordingly 
did. 

« I waited on Mr. Carles, and having ſuggeſted 
to hin the propriety of a few reſpectable characters 
offering a reward of an hundred guineas, for the 
diſcovery of the author, &c. of the hand-bill, he told 
me what had been done by Dr. Spencer and him- 
ſelf, viz. that about two. o'clock of the day in which 
the hand-bill was firſt circulated, one of them was 
brought to the Public Office, where they were at- 
tending on buſineſs, They conſidered the hand- 

T2013 bill 
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bill of ſo dangerous and alarming a tendency, that 
they thought it incumbent on them to incloſe it to 
Mr. Pitt ; and as their letter went by poſt on Mon- 
day, there was every reaſon to ſuppoſe an anſwer 
would arrive by the time we got to Birmingham. 

« Mr. Carles, though at that time indiſpoſed, 
with that readineſs which he has ever ſhewn as an 
active Magiſtrate and good citizen, to ſerve the 
town, agreed to accompany me to Birmingham, 
and to collect a few friends to talk over the buſineſs, 
In our road we called upon Mr. Boulton, of the 
Soho, to inform him of the plan I had propoſed of 
offering, in conjunction with other reſpectable indi- 
viduals, a reward, &c. for the diſcovery of the writer 
of the hand- bill. Mr. Boulton ſaid it was a ſtep 
which he begged leave maturely to conſider, and 
that Mr. Carles ſhould have his opinion in writing 
carly in the afternoon, 

„ On our arrival we found the Secretary of 
State's letter. 

« A few gentlemen immediately met, when it | 
was reſolved to advertiſe in Swinney's paper of the 
14th of July, the propoſed reward of one hundred 
guineas, &c. Having thus far done what I conceived 
was my duty, I returned to Solyhull. 1 

* On the morning of the 14th of July I rode to 
Birmingham, and waited on the Magiſtrates at the ti 
Public Office, They informed me it was their in- 

tention 
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tention not to leave Birmingham that day, which 
information was peculiarly ſatisfactory to me as 
things were then circumſtanced. I returned 
to Solyhull to dinner. About three o'clock on 
Friday morning the 1 5th, a letter was ſent me by 
my clerk (S. Brooke) dated St. Martin's veſtry, in 
which he informed me the meeting-houſes were ſet 
on fire by a mob, and that he had obeyed the orders 
of the churchwardens in delivering up the keys of 
the engines. 

I immediately aroſe, ordered my chaiſe to be 
got ready, and went to my friend and neighbouring 
Magiſtrate, Mr. Moland, of Springfield, who very 
obligingly accepted my invitation of accompanying 
me in my carriage to Birmingham, in order to aſſiſt 
the Magiſtrates there in their duty. 

« We alſo ſent poſt to the Earl of Aylesford, who, 
with that public ſpiritedneſs which ſo eminently diſ- 
tinguiſhes that nobleman, repaired to Birmingham 
as ſoon as it was poſſible, accompanied by the Ho- 
nourable Mr. Finch. 

« On our arrival we found the acting Magiſtrates 
at the Parſonage of St. Phillip's, almoſt exhauſted 
by the fatigue they had undergone during the 
night, 

On the arrival of Lord Aylesford, different par- 
ties of gentlemen were formed, with a Magiſtrate at 
their head, in the hope that their perſonal interfer- 

64 ence 
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ence by advice, entreaty, and admonition, might 
have had the much deſired effect of preventing the 
dreadful conſequences that enſued. With theſe 
gentlemen I acted till about one o'clock, when ! 
was obliged to convey my neighbour, Mr. Moland, 
home. Upon ſetting him down, I changed my 
dreſs, took a ſaddle horſe, and returned within a 
mile of the town, when I was informed the mob 
were aſſembled at Mr. Taylor's. 


«1 immediately reſolved to go to the houſe. Many 
people on the road, who knew me, hearing me 
give my ſervant orders to keep as near me as pol- 
ſible, begged me not to adventure farther, fearing 
my life would be in danger. 

e then rode into the midft of theſe infatuated peo- 
ple, and after acquainting them who it was that, as 
a peace maker in heart and by profeſſion, wiſhed to 
addreſs them; they paid every attention to what I 
ſaid. On my conjuring them in the name of the 
Prince of Peace, to deſiſt and to follow me, they 
| promiſed they would. I then turned my horſe's 
head, and was enabled to divert the attention of, 
I may ſay, one thouſand of them, for a conſiderable 
time, by parading the town, and addreſſing them 
ſolemnly before ſeveral places of worſhip which we 
paſſed. They at laſt inſiſted on my giving them 
drink, and upon paſſing by the Hen and Chickens 


Inn, my horſe was led into the yard. As there 
ſeemed 


ed 
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ſeemed to be no alternative, I conſented to comply 


with their requeſt, provided they would promiſe to. 


diſperſe after my treating them with ſome ale. Up- 
on this promiſe being made, apparently by all, I 
was obliged to order them ſome liquor. I remain- 
ed in Birmingham that night, that I might be ready 
to aſſiſt, if poſſible, on the Saturday morning; but 
finding there was no proſpect of my continuing with 
advantage to the town, I returned home to ſerve 
my church at Solyhull on the Sunday, when the 
military arrived, 

« I may obſerve, in addition to the above ſtate- 
ment of my conduct before, and during the late 
melancholy buſineſs, that Mr. Taylor, within an 
hour after his arrival from Cheltenham on the 16th 
of July, waited on me at the Parſonage, Birmingham, 
to thank me for the eſſential ſervice (as he was pleaſed 
to ſay) I had been to him at Bordeſley. I indeed 
believe Mr. Taylor has uniformly defended my con- 
duct, which the Diſſenters, at ſeveral of their meet- 
ings, thought proper to introduce ; and upon cer- 
tain Diſſenting Miniſters at Hackney preſuming to 
give out, © that I had preſented the mob with ten 
guineas to pull Mr. Taylor's houſe down,” this gen- 
tleman ſaid, if it would be any ſatisfaction to me, 
he would write to thoſe Miniſters at Hackney, 
though he was not acquainted with them, 1% confute 


jo groſs a calumny. 
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I might add, that during the riots, my houſe at 
Solyhull was open to a Diſſenter and his family, 


and that the children of another family were literally 
cloathed by Mrs. Curtis. 


CHARLES CURTIS.” 


REVEREND MR. MADAN, 
RECTOR OF sr. PHILLIP's. | 


ce The firſt intelligence of the riots met me about 
four o'clock on Friday the 15th of July, on my ar- 
rival at Lichfield, to attend upon the Biſhop of 
Lichfield, on his viſitation at that place. 

« immediately repaired to Birmingham, with 
the ſole view of contributing any aſſiſtance in my 
power in quelling (no promoting) the difturbance, 
and acted with others for that purpoſe in the Square 
and its vicinity till paſt midnight; having had 
frequently the ſatisfaction of diſſuading and diſmiſſing 
from their intended outrages, many ſtraggling parties 
of the mob. The main body were engaged that 
night in the cruel deſtruction of Mr. Taylor's houſe 
at Bordeſley, which was completely in flames during 
the time I am ſpeaking of, and which it had been 

proved impoſſible to fave from the fury of the 


110ters, | 
1 2M On 
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« On the Saturday evening J returned to attend 
the Viſitation at Lichfield, but not till it was agreed 
among the gentlemen aſſembled at my houſeꝰ, that no- 
thing further could be done, individually or collectively, 
by any interference of the civil power. The troops 
paſſing through Lichfield on the next day (Sunday) 
gave the happy aſſurance of a ſpeedy termination of 


the riots. ä 
SPENCER MADAN.“ 


The Rev. Mr. Blount, late Lecturer of St. Mar- 
tin's, is acknowledged to have been the principal 
means of ſaving the houſe of Mr. Baylis, a Diſſen- 
ter in the High- ſtreet, by his very ſucceſsful and re- 
peated addreſſes to the mob. 

The Rev. Mr. Lawrence, Lecturer of St. Phillip's, 
received the firſt intelligence of the New Meeting 
being on fire at one o'clock on the Friday morning, 
when, in company with another gentleman, he re- 
paired to the Engine Houſe in Temple: ſtreet, from 
whence they dragged the Engine down to the 
Meeting. They found they were too late to be of 
any ſervice in preſerving the Meeting, — they there- 
fore directed their attention to the adjoining build- 
ings, but were prevented by the threats of the mob, 
who declared they would throw the worker of the 
engine into the flames, if he did not deſiſt. 


Vid. Mr, Madan's Statement, &c. page 64. 
The 
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The Rev. iMr. Darwall, Miniſter of St. John's, 
Deritend, 1s well known to have contributed moſt 
eſſentially to the ſaving of Mr, Jukes's houſe, a gen- 
tleman and a Diſſenter, who reſides in that Hamlet. 
This fact, we are well aſſured, is moſt gratefully 
acknowledged by Mr. Jukes. 

The Rev. Mr. Price and Mr. James, of the 
Free School (it is univerſally known in Birmingham) 
opened their houſes to receive the perſons of Diſſen- 
ters who were thought in danger, as well as the 
furniture and other property of ſeveral diſſenting 
neighbours on that occaſion, For this their own 
houſes were repeatedly threatened by the mob. 

Mr. Burn has only to lament the failure of a well- 
meant endeavour to recover the Engine at Mr. 
Ryland's (which had been forcibly removed by the 
mob) immediately. after the lower part of the build- 
ing was ſet on fire. He ſucceeded fo far, by re- 
peated exhortations and remonſtrances addreſſed to 
the ſpectators, as to perſuade fix or eight ſtout young 
men to join in the attempt to bring back the En- 
gine, who unfortunately did not ſucceed, from the 
reſiſtance made by the crowd which was collected 
about the gate. Mr. Burn, in this buſineſs, riſked 
ſome perſonal inſult, and even danger, though he 
has ſince learnt, that his appearance on that occa- 
fion, tended rather to encourage than diſcountenance 
the rioters. This was the obliging interpretation 


put 
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put upon a well intended, though ineffectual, en- 
deavour to protect the property of a moſt reſpectable 
neighbour and fellow citizen ! 

Dr. Prieſtley (in page 71) has the following moſt 
ſerious declaration, which has been already referred 
to. © The cleareſt factMhew, that there was more 
than remiſſneſs on the part of many perſons of 
better condition, and nothing that they ever did 
ſhewed a real diſapprobation of the conduct of the 
mob, previous to the demolition of my houſe, 
&c.“ 

We will mention one fact, out of many which 
we have no doubt took place amongſt © perſons of 
better condition,” on the late occaſion, and which 
we mult beg the public to conſider in connexion 
with the preceding paragraph. 

The Rev. Dr. Spencer, one of our Magiſtrates, 
was called up at a very early hour on the morning 
of the 15th of July. He was informed that the 
mob were deſtroying Dr. Prieſtley's houſe. He 
immediately dreſſed himſelf, and mounting his 
horſe, galloped by the neareſt ways to the ſpot, 
where he accordingly found the rioters. They had 
proceeded a conſiderable way in the deſtruction of 
the inſide of the houſe, but had not wholly demo- 
liſhed it. This gentleman addreſſed the mob, ex- 
preſſing in the moſt effectual way he could, his 
« diſapprobation of their conduct,“ and did ſucceed 

in 
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in leading them off for ſome time. It is alſo a 
fact, that ſome time before his arrival, the Rev. 
Mr. Lawrence, and another gentleman, had been 
exerting their utmoſt endeavours to ſave the Doc- 
tor's Laboratory—and imagining their efforts to pre- 
ſerve it might ſucceed, they ſent a lad of the Doctor's 
ſecretly to Mr. Humphrys's, requeſting that if 
they had any men in force, to ſend them immedi- 
ately, and that they had no doubt, with ſuch aſ- 
ſiſtance, the whole might be ſaved. To this meſ- 
ſage they received no anſwer, and finding their 
views became ſuſpected by the rioters, they were 
under the neceſſity of withdrawing for their perſonal 
| ſafety. | 

16 It is alſo a fa?, that before Dr. Spencer's arrival, 
| one of the above gentlemen was threatened by the 


mob to be thrown out of a two pair of ſtairs window, 
| and that becauſe he had by miſtake (and amongſt 
(It; other reaſons by which he urged the deluded mul- 
1 titude to deſiſt from their horrid purpoſe of deſtroy- 

| ing the houſe) repreſented the Doctor's houſe as 
the property of a very reſpectable Quaker in that 
neighbourhood. 

Had Dr. Prieſtley inſtituted an impartial enquiry 
reſpecting the conduct of © perſons of better con- 
dition,” during the late melancholy buſineſs, he 
could not have remained ignorant of the preceding 

fata, 
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facts, which we aver to be ſuch, on the 7eftimony o 
the reſpectable individuals concerned. Inſtead, 


however, of this equitable procedure, he has choſen 
to be guided by vague and ſlanderous rumours, and 
has even obtruded theſe upon the public (as this 
example ſhews) under the venerable denomination 
of the © cleareſt fas.” 

ce He aſſerts, that there was more than remiſſneſs 
(how much more? Did they aſſiſt in pulling the 
houſe down ? Be explicit, Sir) on the part of many, 
&c. and that nothing they ever did previous to the 
demolition of his houſe, ſhewed a real diſapproba- 
tion, &c,”—and of this aſſertion he produces no 
evidence, We, on the contrary, ſpeak poſitively 
to the conduct of /ome of thoſe © perſons of better 
condition” amongſt us, and we appeal to the fa, 
producing at the ſame time the names of the reſpect- 
able individuals concerned, 

The public will therefore form their own opinion 
on the degree of credit due to us reſpectively, in 
our very different accounts of this buſineſs. 


Ds, PRIESTLEY is equally filent with 
reſpect to the conduct of © many perſons of better 
condition, 
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condition, at the houſes of Mr. Taylor, at Bordeſley 
and Moſeley. At the latter of theſe (Lady Car- 
hampton's) it is a fact that Mr. Villers, and other 
gentlemen in the neighbourhood, exerted themſelves 
to the utmoſt with the view of ſaving it. 

At Bordelley, ſeveral gentlemen, amongſt whom 
were Mr. Carver, and Mr. Wm. Hicks, defended 
the entrance to the houſe, and at the riſk of their 
lives, ſecured an iron cheſt, ſuppoſed to contain the 
family writings, and other valuable property of that 
gentleman. 

Mr. Carver, in particular, appears to have done 
every thing that the moſt ſpirited perſonal exertions, 
earneſt entreaties, or the offer of money could effect, 
in order to fave the houſe, His conduct was at 
length ſtrongly reſented by the rioters, who col- 
lecting about him, began to joſtle him, with the 
evident purpoſe of getting him into the water that 


is before the houſe. He ſaw his ſituation, and by a 


fortunate ſtratagem (that of offering to drink with 
them #7) eſcaped with his life. 

Several of the other gentlemen were extremely 
beaten and bruiſed on the occaſion : but provi- 
dentially no lives were loſt in that attempt. 

Dr. Prieſtley has alſo choſen to overlook the af- 
fair at Mr, Ryland's, on Friday the 15th of July. 


From 


— 


1 
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From the very amiable temper manifeſted in his 
Appeal, we are left to ſuſpect, that this was too ten- 
der a ſubject to be touched by a man of his ſym- 
pathies. Poſſibly the plaints of a bereaved widow, 
and her children left fatherleſs, by the well intended 
effort of that day*®, may have ſecretly admoniſhed 
him, that the introduction of this melancholy event 
was not ſo much for his purpoſe—it might lead the 
public to compare the ſacrifices made on this oc- 
caſion and the probable concluſion would have 
have been, if the ſacrifice of property made to the 
fury of an enraged and deluded populace was great, 
unqueſtionably the fe of a valuable citizen, offered 
in the humane attempt to /ave that property, was 
much greater, | 


This benevolent concluſion from that diſaſtrous 
circumſtance, is not denied by Dr. Prieſtley ; at the 
ſame time it 1s equally true, he has not mentioned it 
tor what reaſon is beſt known to himſelt. 


The attempt made at Mr. Ryland's, is not brought forward as 
the beſt concerted plan in the world—it is merely offered in proof, 
that ſomething evas intended by. the inhabitants of the town for the 
relief of the ſufferers—a circumſtance not clearly admitted by Dr. 
Prieſtley in any one part of his Appeal. We would only obſerve, 
that if nothing was /eriou/ly meant by the parties who riſked their 
lives on that occaſion (numbers of whom were ſeverely beaten, and 
eren dangerouſly wounded) they were certainly guilty f the moſt 
ndiculous piece of gaſconade ever exhibited by any ſet of men in 
heir ſober ſenſes ! 


H We 
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We would cloſe this ſtatement of facts, reluc- 
tently given (for the Clergy, &c. of Birmingham 
conſider that in doing their beſt to ſuccour their 
neighbours in diſtreſs, they were doing but their 
duty) by aſking one neceſſary queſtion—Is it 
upon the evidence of theſe facts, that Dr, 
Prieſtley reſts the following very ſerious conclu- 
fion? 

ce It is evident, therefore, that we have now no- 
thing to expect either from the clergy or laity of the 
town and neighbourhood of Birmingham, but 
muſt look to the general government of the coun- 
try ; and we hope it will be found, that thence we 
do not look for juſtice, activity, or * 


vain.“ Page 74. 
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CONCLUSION. 


WE have now examined every fact of 
conſequence brought forward by Dr. Prieſtley in 
accuſation of the Clergy of Birmingham , and we 
truſt it will be allowed us, by impartial judges, 
that we have met the Doctor's facts fairly. 

If we have not ſucceeded in clearly refuting 
them to every man's ſatisfaction, we have at leaſt 


reduced this * calm,” © diſpaſſionate, and plau- 


ſible invective to its proper claſs—that of a moſt 
malignant, though, certainly, a very ſplendid H- 
potheſas. 

Of his Reflections it will be ſufficient to ſay, 
that ſo far as they reſpect the Clergy of Birming- 
ham, their propriety muſt depend on the truth of 
his fats :!—if we have been ſuccefsful in detecting 
the fallacy of zheſe, our buſineſs with his reflections 
is of courſe a matter entirely diſcretionary, and the 
public will be able (without our aſſiſtance) to form 
their own judgment on the temper, and ſcrupulous 

H 2 
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regard for truth, manifeſted in this part of the 
Doctor's work. 

Our cenſure is not directed to Dr. Prieſtley, in 
the character of an injured man, but in that of an 
accuſer — nor in this as arraigning the guiliy, but 
as the deliberate accuſer of the innocent, and that 
not merely without ſufficient evidence, but in open 
defiance of the moſt palpable and uniform ſeries of 
facts. 

Againſt Dr. Prieſtley, as a Diſſenter and a Uni- 
tarian, we have no perſonal animoſity ;—our ex- 
ceptions to him on theſe grounds having, in every 
inſtance, been directed to his opinions, not his perſon, 
We cannot therefore but lament, that a moſt un- 
provoked perſonal attack on his part, ſhould have 
made it our duty to purſue and to expoſe Dr. 
Prieſtley in the character of a public flanderer, and 
upon an occaſion too, when to have commiſerated 
with him in his misfortunes, as an injured fellow 
citizen, would have afforded us a more refined, 
though melancholy ſatisfaction. 

Dr. Prieſtley, by an exerciſe of cruelty, which it 
was in his power alone to inflict, would deprive us 
of this gratification. By dragging us before the 
tribunal of our country, under the ſuſpicion of the 
fouleſt crimes (and what character is there which 
the authority of his talents would not render ſuſ- 
raced we are put upon the ungrateful taſk of 


proving 
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proving ourſelves ſomething above the rank of 
ſavages, and at the very moment when it would 
have been deemed our privilege to have ſympa- 
thized as men. 

It is not permitted to the clergy of Birmingham 
(thus publicly arraigned as the abettors of the late 
riots) to throw in their mite of concern at the out- 
rages that have been committed on property, on 
(what is infinitely more valuable) the feelings of 
individuals, on general ſcience, and on the plaineſt 
duties of humanity :—theſe are intereſts in which 
(if our accuſer may be credited) we can feel no 
concern. 

It ſeems, in the opinion of Dr. Prieſtley, that to 
be, and to ac as a man of principle in the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, deprives a man, by a kind of profeſſional 
neceſſity, of every claim to the character of hu- 
manity, and levels bim at once to the condition of 
a brute ;—when perhaps the clergy of Birmingham 
(though they have not preſented the Doctor with 
an addreſs of condolence) felt as much real abhor- 
rence of the injuſtice offered to himſelf and friends, 
and unqueſtionably did as much to prevent it; 
as any of thoſe more virtuous. individuals, whoſe 
addreſſes, no doubt, add to the ornament, to the 
expence, and certainly to the value of his preſent 
publication, 

H 3 | With 
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With the body of Diſſenters in Birmingham we 
have no controverſy, There are many individuals 
amongſt them whom we reſpect as citizens, and 
can highly eſteem as men. We have only to regret 
that, ſince the publication of the Doctor's Appeal, 
there has (contrary to their t profeſſions) ap- 
peared too great a coincidence of opinion with him 
in his abuſe of the clergy, and other reſpectable 
inhabitants of the town, How far this coalition of 
intereſts, for the oppreſſion of innocent individuals, 
is likely to advance their credit with the nation at 
large, is left for their ſerious conſideration. 

We fincerely lament the interruption which the 
tranquillity of the town of Birmingham has experi- 
enced from the late riots—it is no part of our plan 
to extend, or to perpetuate the exiſting animoſities. 
At the ſame time that we are ready to make every 
reaſonable ſacrifice to the general peace of the 
neighbourhood, it ſeems too much to require of us, 
as individuals, to make the purchaſe at the expence 
of chara#ter . every man muſt ſee, this were a con- 
ceſſion diſgraceful in any ſituation, and what, we are 
convinced, the public will not expect from us. 

Unitarianiſm, in the perſon of Dr. Prieſtley, has 
for ſome time been inviting the aids of perſecution, 
and of perſecution from the clergy; and we have no 
doubt this will be ſeized as the proud occaſion of 


laying 
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laying in her claim to this high honour. But we 
would adviſe that, at the ſame time that this triumph 


zs deemed glorious, it be conducted with moderation. 


Though her champion has /uffered, it is not yet 
evident that he ſuffered as a Chriſtian, much leſs 
has it been made to appear that the clergy were ac- 
ceſſary to his misfortunes, 


They feel juſtly indignant at the imputation of 


having occaſioned an injury which they endeavoured 
to prevent ; and though they are conſcious of never 
having wiſhed to impoſe any other reſtraint on the 
opinions of Dr. Prieſtley, than that of argument, 


liberally conducted; they never can conſent, that ſo 


foul an aſperſion on their character ſhould (without 
detection) be made the vehicle of thoſe opinions to 
their Country, to Europe, and to Poſterity. 


Dr. Pz1zsTLEY ſtands forward publicly as the 
accuſer of the clergy of Birmingham, and he is now 
called upon as publicly by one of that body, either 
to ſubſtantiate, or to retract his charges. He may 
be aſſured, the author of this Reply will not ſhrink 
from the enquiry ;—he invites it. For if there be 
any one motive that influences him more than an- 
other in this affair, it is the hope, that by promoting 
this diſcuſſion in vindication of the character of the 
innocent, he may at the ſame time fit Dr. Prieſtley 
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and the Public in a clear and full detection of the 


guilty, Whatever therefore comes from Dr. Prieſt. 
ley (and to him the nation will unqueſtionably look 
on this occaſion) ſhall receive the carheſt attention 
— to other anſwerers, the author will not deem him- 
ſelf accountable in this bulinels. 


APPENDIX. 


No. J. 


EXTRACT FROM Ma. RUSSELL's LETTER. 


To the Chairman of the Sunday School Committee. 


* THE fact is, they (the Diſſenters) have 
@ few poor children who, it is wiſhed, ſhould have 
the benefit of Sunday ſchools, without being obliged 
to deſert their own places of worſhip; and many 
gentlemen among the Diſſenters think the preſent 
mode of application (for the alteration of the law 
referred to in p. 7.) more conſiſtent than opening 
ſeparate ſchools, after the eſtabliſhment of yours, to 
which they are ſubſcribers, 


I remain, Rev. Sir, 
Your obedient ſervant, 


; Wu. RUSSELL.“ 
To the Rev. Mr. RILAND, 
Chairman, &c. 


The 
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The Author is happy in having it in his power 
to corroborate his account of the buſineſs reſpecting 
Sunday Schools, by the introduction of the follow- 
ing letter, written by a Gentleman who is univerſally 
allowed to have given more attention to the con- 
duct of that inſtitution in Birmingham, than any 
other individual whatever. | 


To the Rev. Mr. BURN. 


REVEREND SIR, 

| AT your requeſt I have particu- 
larly recollected myſelf, and have alſo procured the 
recollection of others, and have examined all the 
circumſtances of the caſe, reſpecting Dr. Prieſflley's 
repreſentation of the fact, as by him aſſerted, of the 
High Church Party reſcinding the order for the 


children of Diſſenting parents being permitted to 
go to their own places of worſhip, and have no 


doubt but that your repreſentation of the caſe is 
perfectly right, and his is totally wrong. 
I am your affectionate, 
J. RILAND. 
Parſonage, Sutton, March 19, 1792. 
| No, II. 
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No. II. 
EXTRACTS SENT TO THE BISHOPS, &c. 


— 


ce ON this account (ſays Dr. Prieſtley) 

I rejoice to ſee the warmth with which the cauſe of 
Orthodoxy (that is of long eſtabliſhed opinions, 
however erroneous) and that of the Hierarchy is now 
taken up by its friends. Becauſe if their ſyſtem be 
not well founded, they are only accelerating its 
deſtruction. In fact, they are aſſiſting me in the 
proper diſpoſal of thoſe grains of Gunpowder which 
have been ſome time accumulating, and at which 
they have taken ſo great an alarm, and waica wiLL 
CERTAINLY BLOW IT UP AT LENGTH and perhaps 
as ſuddenly, as unexpectedly, and as completely, 
as the overthrow of the late arbitrary government 
of France. If an inhabicant will not ſubmit to a 
thorough Examination and reaſonable Repairs, of 
the building he occupies, the conſequence muſt be 
that, without Gunpowder, or even a high wind, it 
muſt ſome time or other fall, and happy may he 
think himſelf if he can eſcape unhurt from the ruins. 
If this ſhould be the caſe with the Church of Eng- 
land, the clergy cannot ſay that they have had no // arnu- 
I ing. 
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ing. They are labouring for its deſtruction much more 
than I am. If I be laying Gunpowder, they are 
providing the Match, and 7heir part of the buſineſs 
ſeems to be in greater forwardneſs than mine.“ 

« What a contraſt is now exhibited between the 
two rival nations of France and England, and how 
may Engliſhmen bluſh to look upon it.“ 

Another fooliſh and unjuſt Mar, like that with 
America, which was chiefly urged by the clergy (and 
ſuch another, if the Court propoſes, the clergy will 
certainly ſecond) can hardly fail to bring their af- 
fairs to a criſis*. If they be wiſe, they will conſider 
the Signs of the Times, and be very temperate in all 
their proceedings. Fas &/} et ab hoſte doceri. 

e Let them take care leſt, by too vigorouſly re- 
ſiſting our application for what was never intended 
to hurt them, and what in itſelf cannot poſſibly hurt 
them, they ſhould by their own violence do them- 


* « When I was attending a debate in the Houſe of Lords in the 
courſe of the American War, and one of the Biſhops was taking the 
part of the Miniſter in it, the Duke of Richmond ſuddenly roſe, 
and bade the Biſhops beware of War. * War,' ſaid he, is attended 
with expence; and if we be diſtreſſed and muſt have money, 
we know where we may get it.” Indeed, the addition of one hun- 
dred and fifty millions to the national debt, occaſioned by that war 
(which may be called a War of the Court and of the Clergy) I con- 
ſider as a great ſtep towards the deſtruction of the Hierarchy. 
How powerful an inſtrument of reformation a heavy national debt 
may be, we ſee in a late glorious Revolution in France. May all 
great evils produce as great a good.” 

ſelves 
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{-lves the moſt ſerious evil. I have always been an 
avowed enemy of all civil Eſtabliſbments of Chriſtianity, 
but many Diſſenters are not ſo, I foreſee, how- 
ever, that they ſoon will be, and that by means of 
theſe diſcuſſions, the ſentiment will become more 
general, in the nation at large. It begins to be. 
adopted even by the Catholics.“ 

« The Utility of eccleſiaſtical eſtabliſhments is a — 
tion that it behoves the clergy always to keep out 
of ſight as much as poſſible. But their rage againſt 
the Diſſenters will cru it on the public, and in 
conſequence of this, if they proceed as they have 
begun, I ſhould be ſorry to enſure their ſyſtem 
twenty years longer. Whether I be more pleaſed 
or diſpleaſed with their preſent violence, let them 
now judge. The greater their violence, the greater 
is our confidence of final ſucceſs. * Becauſe it wil! 
excite more public diſcuſſion, which is all that is neceſſary 
for our purpoſe.” 

« If any perſon, whoſe eye it may catch (the 
preface) take an uſeful hint from it, it will be well ; 
but an old and true proverb ſays, Experience keeps a 
dear ſchool, but fools will learn at no other, Nations, 
and all great bodies of men, are generally in this 


fituation. They will learn very little except in this 
dear ſchool.“ 


* The paſſage in Italics is here added from the particular wiſh 
of Dr. Prieſtley, to prove, that there is nothing improper in the ten- 
gency of theſe extracts. 
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So much, adds Mr. Madan, for the argumenta- 
tive gunpowder of Doctor Prieſtley ! 

* From the number and unequivocal ſenſe of 
theſe complete ſentences, comprized in a ſingle 
pamphlet, you ſurely will not think it a ſufficient 
excuſe for you to ſay, that they do not all ſtand in 
the ſame page of the pamphlet. Four of the ex- 
tracts are really long ſentences, and the only two 
ſhort ones are at leaſt as perfe& and explicit as the 
reſt. I much doubt whether another whole © Eſſay 
on the principles of civil government,” will be able 
to do away their plain and direct meaning. Shall an 
Engliſhman bluſh at the contraſt now exhibited be- 
tween France. and England ? Shall an Engliſhman 
wiſh for a like © glorious revolution?“ Certainly a 
conſiſtent man would migrate to that happier nation 
after uttering expreſſions, or harbouring ideas ſo un- 
worthy of an Engliſhman* l' 


* Vid. Mr. Madan's Lett. to Dr. Prieſtley, 


Ne. III. 
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Ne. LI. 
— 

« HE (Dr. Prieſtley) acknowledges, 
« that the hiſtory in Geneſis, of Adam's tranſgreſ- 
« fion, was intended by Moſes to account for the 
introduction of death among mankind. But it 
« is, as he calls it, a very lame account which Moſes 
« had collected from tradition. He intimates alſo, 
« with reſpect to St. Paul's references to this ac- 
c count, that they deſerve no very ſerious regard. 
« The writings of this Apoſtle, he ſays, abound 
e with analogies and antitheſes on which 20 very 
« ſerious ftreſs is to be laid.” On this paſſage Dr. 
Price has the following obſervation—* It is here 
« an obvious reflection, that the introduction of 
« death by the fall, being a fact capable of being 
« proved only by ſcriptural authority; and Dr. 
« Prieſtley not allowing that authority, all diſputes 
« with him about it muſt be nugatory.” Vid. 
Appen. to Price's Sermons, Not. B. 


No. IV. 


| 
| 
| 
[ 
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No. IF. 


We received the following particulars, figned by the gen- 

tleman who atteſts them, and who is ready, if neceſ- 

ſary, to give the names of the parties alluded to, with 
the circumſtances of the converſation, upon oath, 


ce IN a converſation that I had with two 
gentlemen on the morning of the 14th of July, who 
had previouſly declared their intention of dining at 
the Hotel on that day, I particularly noticed to them 
the great impropriety of the intended dinner for 
the commemoration of the French Revolution, 
ſtating my doubts reſpecting the conduct of the 
work people, provided any pretence was given 
them for aſſembling in numbers on that day; and 
eſpecially as I had obſerved that an inflammatory hand- 
bill bad been circulated in ſome of the manufactories in 
the neighbourhood, and in particular in my own, and 
that of a gentleman near me—and that ſeveral of the 
men ſhewed a ſtrong diſpoſition to ſtrike from buſineſs, 
and 
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and were with great difficulty kept to work even in the 
carly part of the P. 

Theſe circumſtances I mentioned to the two 
gentlemen above referred to ;—they, however, ap- 
peared totally regardleſs of all caution, and vauntingly 
declared, if I could urge no ftronger reaſons than 
theſe why the dinner ſhould not be held, they were 
determined to attend let the iſſue be what it might 
one of them adding, that he would go if he crawled 
on his hands and knees to get there; obſerving at 
the ſame time, that Kings were very expenſive things 
in this country,” 
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AS we have given Mr. Dadley's 
ſtatement relating to the dinner on the 14th of 
July, we think it neceſſary to inſert Mr. Ruſſell's 
Letter alſo, that the public _ compare them at 
their leiſure, 


Ma RUSSELL's LETTER 


TO THE 


Editor of the Morning Chronicle, 


SIR, 


BEING in London, and ſeeing in 
The Times of yeſterday the moſt atrocious calumny 
that was ever laid before the public, I feel it my 
duty immediately to contradict it in the moſt 
pointed terms. I do therefore declare, that the 
narrative of the Birmingham Conſtitutional Dinner 
is materially untrue ; and that the account given of 
the firſt Toaſt, in The Times, is a moſt flagrant falſe- 
hood. It was, The King and Conſtitution, 


The 


br 
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The Meeting broke up without the leaſt riot or 
diſturbance®. That the public may judge, whether 
the proceedings of the day, and the Toaſts, were or 
were not reprehenſible, the following true narrative 
is now produced, the authenticity and truth of 
which I will vouch for. 

The proceedings of the day were preceded by an 
advertiſement in the Birmingham Chronicle, pub- 
liſhed that morning, of which the following is a 


copy : 


Birmingham Commemoration of the French Revolution. 


Several Hand- bills having been circulated in the Town, which 
can only be intended to create diſtruſt concerning the intention of 
the Meeting, to diſturb its harmony, and iuflame the minds of the 
people ; the Gentlemen who propoſed it, think it neceſſary to de- 
clare their entire diſapprobation of all ſuch Hand- bills, and their 
ignorance of the authors,—Senfible themſelves of the advantages of 
a free Government, they rejoice in the extenſion of Liberty to their 
neighbours, at the ſame time avowing, in the moſt explicit man- 
ner, their firm attachment to the Conſtitution of their own Country, 
as veſted in the Three Eſtates of King, Lords, and Commons : 
Surely no free-born Engliſhman can refrain from exulting in this 
addition to the general maſs of human happineſs. It is the cauſe 
of humanity, it is the cauſe of the people. 


Birmingham, July 13, 1791. 


In the morning, however, after this was publiſh- 
ed, many rumours of the probability of a riot were 
brought to the friends of the Meeting ; and as there 


| ® See page 120, note (A.) 
I 2 was 
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was too much reaſon to think that means had been 


uſed to promote one®, they determined to poſtpone 
the intended Dinner, and accordingly agreed to put 
it off, and prepared a hand-bill for that purpoſe, of 
which the following is a copy : 


Intended Commemoration of the French Revolution. 


The Friends of the intended Feſtivity, finding that their views 
and intention, in conſequence of being miſconceived by ſome, and 
miſrepreſented by others, have created an alarm in the minds of the 
majority of the town, and it is thought, endangered its tranquility, 
inform their neighbours that they value the peace of the town far 
beyond the gratification of a Feſtival, and therefore have determined 
to give up their intentions of dining at the Hotel upon this occa- 
ſion; and they very gladly improve this renewed opportunity of 
declaring that they are to this hour entirely ignorant of the Au- 
thor, Printer, or Publiſher, of the inflammatory Hand- bill circus 
lated on Monday. 


This was ſent to the Printer; but before he had 
compoſed it, Mr. Dadley, the maſter of the Hotel, 
attended, in conſequence of having the dinner coun- 
termanded ; and repreſented, that he was ſure there 
was no danger of any tumult, and recommended 
that the dinner might be had as was intended; only 


If this be intended as a reflection on reſpeFable Members of the 
Eftabliſhment, the public will now judge whether this illiberal in- 
inuation which pervades the Doctor's Appeal, be indeed ſupport 
ed by too much reaſon,” or not. 


Pro- 


1 
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propoſing, that the gentlemen ſhould take care ra 
break up early, and then all danger would be avoid- 
ed, This meaſure was then adopted, and orders 
given to the Printer to ſuppreſs the hand-bill*, Ac- 
cordingly there was a meeting of eighty-one gen- 
tlemen, inhabitants of the town and neighbourhood, 
at the Great Room m the Hotel, where they dined 
and paſſed the afternoon with that ſocial, temperate, 
and benevolent feſtivity, which the conſideration of 
the great event, which has diffuſed liberty and hap- 
pineſs among a large portion of the human race, 
inſpired, 


The following toaſts were drunk, and were agree- 
ably intermixed with ſongs, compoſed and ſung by 
ſome of the company. 


1. The King and Conſtitution. 
2. The National Aſſembly and Patriots of France, whoſe virtue 


and wiſdom have raiſed twenty-ſix millions from the mean condition 


of ſubjects of deſpotiſm, to the dignity and happineſs of freemen. _ 
3. The Majeſty of the People, 


4. May the New Conſtitution of France be rendered perfect and 
perpetual, 

5. May Great Britain, Ireland, 5 France, unite in perpetual 
friendſhip, and may their only rivatfhip be the exten ſion of __— 
aud Liberty, Wiſdom and Virtue. 


Vid. Mr. Dadley's Statement, in connection with this para- 
Staph. 


13 6. The 


— — 
— - 


—_——_ 
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heroes of all ages and nations, who have fought and bled for liberty, 
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6. The Rights of Man. May all nations have the wiſdom to 
underſtand, and the courage to aſſert and defend them. 


7. The true Friends of the Conſtitution of this Country, who 
wiſh to preſerve its ſpirit, by correcting its abuſes. 


8. May the People of England never ceaſe to remonſtrate, till 


heir Parliament becomes a true National Repreſentation. 
9. The Prince of Wales“. 


10. The United States of America. May they for ever enjoy the 
Liberty which they have ſo honourably acquired. 


11. May the late Revolution in Poland prove the harbinger of a 
more perfect ſyſtem of Liberty extending to that great Kingdom. 


12. May the Nations of Europe become ſo enlightened as never 
more to be deluged into favage wars, by the mad ambition of their 
rulers. 5 

13. May the ſword be never unſheathed, but for the defence and 
liberty of our country, and then, may every man caſt _ the ſcab- 
bard, until the people are ſafe and free. 


14. To the glorious memory of Hampden and Sydney, and other 


15. To the memory of Dr. Price, and of all thoſe illuſtrious ſages 
who have enlightened mankind on the true principles of civil 
ſociety. 


* We muſt beg leave to ſupply the following addition given with this 
Toaſt, which by ſome unfortunate defect in memory was overlooked by 
Mr. Ruffell, in his account of the bufineſs, which © he avers to be a true 
one: 


4% May he (the Prince of Wales) have the wwi/dom to prefer the glory 
of being the chief of an entire free people, to that of being on) 
the ſplendid fountain of corruption.” 

The worthy CuurCuMaAN who prefided on that occaſion, thought this 

Toaſt wantcd a little explanation—he has accordingly explained it, but in 


z ſenſe ſo little correſponding to the common one, that moderate men in 


general think he might as well have {brown it to the mob, 
16. Peace 
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16. Peace and good - will to all mankind. 
17. Proſperity to the town of Birmingham. 


13. A happy Meeting to all the Friends of Liberty on the 14th 
of July, 1792. 


It is but juſtice to the liberality and public ſpirit 
of an ingenious Artiſt of this town to mention, that 
he decorated the room upon this occaſion with three 
elegant emblematic pieces of ſculpture, mixed with 
painting, in a new ſtile of compoſition. The cen- 
tral piece was a finely executed medallion of his 
Majeſty, encircled with a glory, on each fide of 
which was, an alabaſter obeliſk ; the one exhibiting 
Gallic liberty breaking the bands of deſpotiſm, and 
the other repreſenting Britiſh liberty in its preſent 
enjoyment, 

A truly reſpectable gentleman, a member of the 
church of England, was Chairman—others of that 
profeſſion were of the company, nor was a ſingle 
ſentiment uttered, or, I believe, conceived, that 
would hurt the feelings of any one friend to liberty 
and good government, under the happy conſtitu- 
tion we are bleſſed with in this kingdom.—l aver 
this to be a true and juſt repreſentation of the pro- 
ceedings which have been ſo ſcandalouſly miſre- 
preſented in the Paper above-mentioned ; and am, 


| Sir, 
— 20, Your obedient ſervant, 
WILLIAM RUSSELL. 


— — .: —2— - —— ag. . — 


— — — — 
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(A) Mr. Ruſſell, in the hurry of his London flatement has, we con- 
jecture, fallen into another little inaccuracy. 


He aſſures the public, that © the meeting broke up without the leaſt 
riot or diſturbance.” This gentleman in his hae meant, no doubt, 
to convince the world, that the dinner was regarded with indiffer. 
ence by the populace, and that there were no ſymptoms'ef riot dif. 
covered amongſt them when the company broke up. He would 
have done well to have ſtated the progf of this. As he engages to 
wouch for his account of the proceedings of that day, we would beg 
leave to put an inquiry or two merely for information. 


Had the temper ſhewn by the people out of doors created 10 
afprehenfions in any part of the company during“ this temperate 
feſtivity ?* Was there no information received at different times 
by the company, which made it neceſſary to uſe as much expedition 
as poſſible in bringing the buſineſs to a cloſe? Was not the eſſect 
of Mr. Ruſſell's concluding ſpeech in a great meaſure loſt from this 
perturbed ftate of the company, ſome of whom could only hear his 
patriotic lamentations over a people covered with groſs darkneſs, 
his firm and benevolent reſolves, that the people muſt, and that they 
Should be enlightened? Did not the greater part of the company 
think it expedient (in this poſture of affairs ſo entirely © ait 
riot or diſturbance”) to make a precipitate retreat by any paſſage 
that might ſecure them from the ob/ervation of the populace collected 
before the Hatel? And did not all this happen ſome hours before 
the breaking up of other imaginary dinners, which Dr. Prieſtley 
aſſerts were held, and to which he aſcribes the commencement of the 
riot? | 


ADDE 
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ADDITIONAL REMARKS. 


IT is but juſtice to the character of Mr. Brooke 

(at that time Under-ſheriff, acting with the Ma- 
giſtrates, and fince deputed by the Hundred as 
their ſole Solicitor on the trials) to obſerve, that 
no individual appears to have riſked more by his 
perſonal exertions during the riots than himſelf. At 
Mr. Taylor's, Mr. Hawkes's, Mr. Ryland's, Mr. 
Humphrys', and Mr. Wm. Ruſſell's, be was one 
of the firſt of thoſe gentlemen, who by perſuaſion, 
remonſtrance, and conſiderable fums of money, fre- 
quently prevailed with the deluded populace to deſiſt 
from their deſtructive purpoſe. While addrefling 
the ſpectators from a window at Mr. Ryland's 
(whoſe houſe he and ſome other gentlemen had re- 
peatedly cleared of the rioters) he had a molt pro- 
vidential eſcape for his life. He had been ſtanding 
in a bending poſture for ſome time ſpeaking to the 
populace, and had but juſt recovered himſclf, for 
the purpoſe of taking breath, when a large piece of 
furniture 
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furniture was thrown from a window above, and 
paſſed to the ground in the very line in which he 
had, the moment before, been ſtanding. This 
piece of furniture paſſed within #wo inches of his 


head, and indeed ſome of his friends at a diſtance, 


who ſaw his ſituation, inſtantly concluded he muſt 
have been killed by it. 

This gentleman has ſince been menaced with a 
proſecution tor the part he took in the buſineſs, 


We truſt the diſtreſſed will never want proteCtors 
in the hour of their calamity ;—at the ſame time we 
cannot help expreſling our fears, leaſt the treatment 
this gentleman, and ſome others, have received on 
this occaſion, ſhould operate as a check to ſimilar 
exertions in future. A man has unqueſtionably not 
much encouragement to engage in an enterprize, 
in which if he eſcape with his /fe, he is ſure of en- 
dangering, if not of loſing his reputation. 

It is now manifeſt, that there is a determination 
on the part of Dr. Prieſtley, and his * more zea- 
lous friends,” to deprive Churchmen of the credit 
of even intending any thing for the relief of the ſuf- 
ferers on the late occaſion, The part they took to 
quell the riots, has even been repreſented as an inſult to 


the diſtreſſed ;—and one ingenious admirer of the 


Doctor, illuſtrated this idea in the following happy 
manner: | 


« The 
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ce The conduct of the Church party in their attempt 
to protect the Diſſenters, &c. I can compare to 
nothing ſo properly as to that of a man, who ſhould 
firſt balloo a bull- dog at me, for the purpoſe of tear- 
ing my cloathes; but on obſerving that the animal had 
proceeded farther than was intended, and ſeized me 
by the throat, he then very kindly comes to my aſ- 
ſiſtance, and endeavours to beat him off !” 


WE cannot let the following paſſage paſs 
without a remark. 


« I therefore think it a peculiar honour to my 
writings, that my adverſaries have at length found 


no method of replying to them ſo effectual as de- 
ſtroying my property, and attempting my life; 
inſtigating a furious mob to commit ſuch ravages - 
on general literature, as the European world has 
not known ſince the ages of barbariſm,” Appeal, 
P. 52. 


But 


124 APPENDIX. 


But w are theſe © adverſaries” of the Doctor, 
who have © deſtroyed his property, attempted his 
life, inſtigated a furious mob to commit ſuch ravages, 
&c. and all this as the moſt effectual method of 
replying to his writings?” Their very deſcription 
confines our enquiries to Birmingham but even 
here they are diſtinguiſhed from the mob whom they 
are ſaid to have © inſtigated,” &c. The blame 
then muſt as uſual fall on © perſons of better con- 
dition,” and amongſt theſe the clergy muſt of courſe 
be regarded as principals in the guilt of the above 
horrid tranſactions. | 

Will Dr. Prieſtley be obliging enough to inform 
the public ſpecifically what his adverſaries amongſt 
the clergy have done beſides endeavouring (by 
what appeared to them fair diſcuſſion) to expoſe 
the fallacy and dangerous tendencies of ſome of his 
political and religious opinions? Let him mention 
the name, and point out the tranſaction, with what- 
ever he knows on the ſubject, and he will then be 
entitled to attention—till this be done fairly, © the 
peculiar honour derived to his writings” from this 
ſuppoſed conduct of his adverſaries, will at beſt but 
amount to a meretricious compliment. 

1 The troubled imagination of this great man has 
j preſented the clergy of Birmingham to his mind as 


Goths and Vandals © ravaging the world of general 
| literature; 
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literature ;” as furious conſpirators armed with dag- 
gers for © the deſtruction of his perſon;“ and as 
infatuated and mercile/s bigots who, in planning and 
executing (by a mob) this ſcheme of villany, 
« yerily think they have been doing God ſervice.” 
Nr SAvI MAGNE SACERD0s |! 


FINIS. 


